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The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 2 o’clock and 24 minutes p. m.)
the House adjourned until tomorrow,
Wednesday, December 15, 1943, at 12
o'clock noon.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. RANKIN:

H. R.3843. A bill to incorporate the Ameri-
can Gold Star Mothers; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. SHEPPARD:

H, J. Res. 206, Joint resolution to assist in
making additional manpower available dur-
“ing the war emergency and for 6 months
thereafter, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. JARMAN:

H. Res. 380. Resolution authorizing the
printing of additional copies of the second
intermediate report (H. Rept. No. 862) of the
Select Committee to Investigate Executive
Agencies, for the use of the committee; to the
Committee on Printing.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. LUDLOW:

H.R. 3844, A bill for the relief of Henry O.
Heuer; to the Committee on World War Vet~
erans’ Legislation.

By Mr. REES of Kansas:

H. R.3845. A bill granting a pension to Lula
Alice Parr; to the Committee on Invalid Pen«
sions,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

4069. By Mr. CARTER: Petition of the
Board of Supervisors of Los Angeles County,
Calif,, opposing the passage of House bill
3018 and Senate bill 1257, permitting the
Becretary of the Interior to purchase pri-
vately owned land in unlimited quantities
under the guise of increasing food produc-
tion; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

4070. By Mr. COCHRAN: Petition of Carl
Lippman and 30 other St. Louis citizens, pro-
testing against the passage of House bill 2082,
which seeks to enact prohibition for the
period of the war; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

4071, Also, petition of Edw. L. Korkain
and 30 other St. Louls citizens, protesting
against the passage of House bill 2082, which
seeks to enact prohibition for the period of
the war; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

4072, Also, petition of E. N. Peter and 30
other St. Louis citizens protesting against
the passage of House bill 2082, which seeks
to enact prohibition for the period of the
war; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

4073. Also, petition of the American Legion
Post, No. 2989, and signed by 30 St. Louis
citizens, protesting against the passage of
House bill 2082, which seeks to enact prohibi-
tion for the period of the war; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

4074. Also, petition of the Mayfair Hotel
and signed by 30 St. Louis citizens, protest-
Ing against the passage of House bill 2082,
which seeks to enact prohibition for the
period of the war; to the Committee on the
Judiclary.
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4075. By Mr. THOMASON: Petition of em-
ployees of the Southwestern Portland Cement
Co. of El Paso,.Tex., urging *“freezing” of
pay-roll deductions under the Social SBecurity
Act at present levels; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.
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The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris, D. D., offered the {following
prayer:

God of our fathers, author of liberty,
we thank Thee this day for the wise and
brave men who brought to the cradle of
our infant Nation their gifts of unselfish
devotion. We give Thee thanks for the
clear vision of our forefathers who, when
their own crimson sacrifice had broken
the hateful chains of tyranny, refused
to accept the coercive reins of even a
benevolent government, setting the
rights of the people above the rights of
governors who are but the servants of
freemen, We hail with joy the safe-
guards they erected, guaranteeing that
in the sanctity of his persor: and the roy-
alty of his convictions “man is man, and
who is more.” As we boast of these deeply
grounded rights, which are the bul-
wark of our freedom, may we not lean
upon them for selfish safety but con-
stantly strengthen them by the same
self-giving to the Nation'’s weal which
marks for our immortal gratitude those
who in dark and doubtful days pledged
their lives, fortunes, and sacred honor to
maintain the rights which are our heri-
tage.

As soldiers of the common good deliver
us from any thought or action which is
treason against the freedom wrought for
us by the founding fathers. Give truth
to our words, sincerity to our hearts, and
courage to our deeds in these times which
are testing as by fire the treasure be-
queathed to us. So may we in our gay
make patriotism beautiful with loyalty
and dedication. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr, HiLr, and by unani-
mous consent, the reading of the Journal
of the proceedings of the calendar day
Monday, December 13, 1943, was dis-
pensed with, and the Journal was ap-
proved.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT—AP-
FROVAL OF BILLS AND JOINT RESOLU-
TION

Messages in writing from the President
of the United States were communicated
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his
secretaries, and he also announced that
on December 3, 1943, the President had
approved and signed the following acts
and joint resolution:

8.630. An act to amend section 107 of the
Judicial Code, as amended, to change the
terms of the District Court for the Middle
Distriet of Tennessee;

8. 759. An act conferring jurisdiction upon
the United States District Court for the East-
ern District of Tennessee to hear, determine,
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and render judgment upon the claim of W. I.
Dooly;

B.770. An act for the relief of Eddie Percle;

S.862. An act for the relief of the Grafton
Boat Works;

85.9850. An act for the relief of the Milford
Trust Co. and Blanche R. Bennett, as admin-
istrators of the estate of Charles E. Reed,
deceased;

S.1008. An act for the relief of Gerald G.
Woods;

S.1246. An act for the relief of Ervin S.
Finley;

8. 1309. An act for the relief of Pan Ameri-
can Airways, Inc.;

S.1382. An act for the relief of certain offi-
cers and employees of the Foreign Service of
the United States who, while in the course of
their respective duties, suffered losses of per~
sonal property by reason of war conditions;
and

8. J. Res, 47, Joint resolution to provide for
the appointment of a National Agricultural
Jefferson Bicentenary Committee to carry out
appropriate exercises and activities in recog-
nition of the services and contributions of
Thomas Jefferson to the farmers and the
agriculture of the Nation.

CALL OF THE ROLL
Mr. HILL. I suggest the absence of a
quorum.
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will
call the roll.
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and

the following Senators answered to their
names:

Andrews Ferguson Murdock
Austin George Murray
Bailey Gerry Nye

Ball Gillette O’Mahoney
Bankhead Green Overton
Barkley Guffey Radcliffe
Bone Gurney Reed
Brewster Hatch Revercomb
Bridges Hayden Robertson
Brooks Hill Smith
Burton Holman Taft
Bushfield Johnson, Calif, Thomas, Idaho«
Butler Johnson, Colo. Thomas, Okla.
Byrd Kilgore Thomas, Utah
Capper La Follette Truman
Caraway Langer Tunnell
Chandler Lodge Tydings
Chavez . Lucas Vandenberg
Clark, Idaho McCarran Van Nuys
Clark, Mo, McClellan ‘Wallgren
Connally McFarland ‘Walsh, Mass
Danaher McKellar Walsh, N. J
Davis Maybank Wheeler
Downey Mead Wherry
Eastland Millikin White
Ellender Moore Willis

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen-
ator from Virginia [Mr. Grass], the Sen-
ator from Connecticut [Mr, MaLoNgY],
the Senator from Texas [Mr. O'Danier],
and the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Rus-
sELL] are absent from the Senate be-
cause of illness.

The Senator from Florida [Mr. Pep-
PER] is absent on official business, holding
hearings in Mississippi.

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr.
Birsol, the Senator from North Caro-
lina [Mr. REynoLps], the Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. StewarT], and the Sen-
ator from New York [Mr. WacNER] are
necessarily absent.

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Scruc-
maMm] is detained on public business.

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Ore-
gon [Mr. McNary], the Senator from
Vermont [Mr. A1ken], the Senator from
Minnesota [Mr. SHIpsTEAD], and the Sen-
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ator from Iowa [Mr. WiLsoN] are absent
because of illness.

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr.
Hawxkes] is absent on public business.

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.
WiLey] is absent on official business.

The Senator from New Hampshire
[Mr. ToeeY] is absent because of public
matters.

The Senator from Delaware [Mr.
Buck] is necessarily absent.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-
eight Senators have answered to their
names., A quorum is present.

MESSAGE FEOM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
House had passed without amendment
the bill (8. 1576) to provide for the ex-
tension of certain oil and gas leases.

The message also announced that the
House had disagreed to the amendments
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3598)
making appropriations to supply defici-
encies in certain appropriations for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1944, and for
prior fiscal years, to provide supple-
mental appropriations for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1944, and for other
purposes; agreed to the conference asked
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses thereon, and that Mr.
Cannon of Missouri, Mr. Woonrum, Mr.
Luprow, Mr. Swyper, Mr. O'NEaL, Mr.
RapauT, Mr. Joansox of Oklahoma, Mr,
TaABER, Mr. WIGGLESWORTH, Mr. LAMBERT-
son, and Mr. Powers were appointed
managers on the part of the House at
the conference.

The message further announced that
the House had disagreed to the amend-
ment of the Senate to the bill (H, R.
3611) to authorize the appointment of
court reporters in the district courts of
the United States, to fix their duties, to
provide for their compensation, and for
other purposes; asked a conference with
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses thereon, and that Mr,
Svmners of Texas, Mr. Hosss, and Mr.
Hancock were appointed managers on
the part of the House at the conference.

The message also announced that the
House had passed the following bills, in
which it requested the concurrence of
the Senate:

H. R. 2887. An act to fix the price of crude
petroleum and its derivatives and fixing a
parity formula; and

H.R.3760. An act authorizing the Presi-
dent to present, in the name of Congress, &
Distinguished Service Medal to Lt. Gen.
Thomas Holcomb, United BStates Marine
Corps.

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION
BIGNED

The message further announced that

the Speaker had affixed his signature to
the following enrolled bills and joint
resolution and they were signed by the
Vice President:

S. 1544, An act authorizing the acquisition
and conversion or construction of certain
auxiliary vessels, landing craft, and district
craft for the United States Navy, and for
other purposes;
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" H. R. 255. An act for the relief of Col.
E. H. Tarbutton;

H. R. 302. An act for the relief of Robert
Griffin;

H. R. 877. An act for the relief of Clare A.
Miller;

H. R. 1379. An act for the relief of Gerald
Estell Proctor;

H.R.1640. An act for the relief of Mrs.
J. D. Price;

H. R. 1933. An act for the relief of Ronald
A. Cox;

H. R. 2080. An act to provide temporary
additional pay for equipment maintenance
for each carrier in Rural Mail Delivery Berv-
ice;

H. R. 2545. An act for the relief of Samuel
J. D. Marshall;

H. R. 2641. An act to authorize the acqui-
sition by exchange of certain lands for ad-
dition to the SBequola National Park;

H. R, 3039. An act for the relief of Mrs,
C. W. Selby;

H. R. 3299. An act for the relief of Victor
H. Loftus, disbursing clerk, American Em-
bassy, Mexico, D. F., Mexico; and

H. J. Res. 186. Joint resolution to provide
for the proper observance of the one hundred
and fifty-second anniversary of the adoption
of the first 10 amendments to the Constitu-
tion, known as the Bill of Rights.

EXPRESSION BY DOMINICAN REPUBLIC
ON ANNIVERSARY OF PEARL HARBOR
OF SOLIDARITY WITH THE UNITED
SETATES

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate the following radiogram from
the presidents of the Senate and the
Chamber of Deputies of the Dominican
Republic, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered
to be printed in the REcorD:

[Translation]

Hon. HENRY A. WALLACE,
Vice President of the United States,
Washington, D.C.:
The Senate and Chamber of Deputies of
the Dominican Republic in joint session to-
day unanimously approved a resolution
sponsored by the Honorable President Tru-
jillo on the first anniversary of the treach-
erous Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor. It
has just commemorated the day by reaffirm-
ing the solidarity of the Dominican Republic
with the United States of North America
and by affirming the faith of the Dominican
people in the final victory of the United Na-
tlons. With this high motive, we have the
honor to greet you and through you the
honorable representatives of that great Na-
tion which maintains with such glory and
honor the highest ideals of liberty and justice
for all the peoples of the earth.
M. DrJ. TRONCO=20 DE LA CONCHA,
President of the Senate.
PorriRI0O HERRERA,
President of the Chamber of Deputies.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC,

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate the following letters, which were
referred as indicated:

Laws oF MyUNICIPAL COUNCILS IN VIRGIN
ISLANDS

Two letters from the Acting Secretary of
the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law,
copies of legislatlon enacted by the Mu-
nicipal Councils of St. Croix, and of 8t.

Thomas and St. John, V. I. (with accompany- .

ing papers); to the Committee on Territories
and Insular Affairs.
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EpUCATION AND TRAINING OF DEFENSE
WORKERS

A letter from the Acting Administrator of
the Federal Security Agenecy, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the first quarterly report of
the United States Commissioner of Educa-
tion on the education and training of de-
fense workers, covering the period from
July 1 to Beptember 80, 1943 (with an ac-
companying report); to the Committee on
Appropriations.

DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS

Two letters from the Archivist of the
Unifed States, transmitting, pursuant to law,
lists of papers and docuiments on the files
of the Departments of War (11), Navy (2),
and Interior; Executive Office of the Presi-
dent (Office for Emergency Management),
Federal Security Agency, National Housing
Agency, and the War Manpower Commission
(National Youth Administration) which are
not needed in the conduct of business and
have no permanent value or historieal inter-
est, and requesting action looking toward
their disposition (with accompanying pa-
pers); to a Joint Select Committee on the
Disposition of Papers in the Executive Depart-
ments.

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed
Mr, BARKLEY and Mr. BREWSTER members
of the committee on the part of the
Senate.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Petitions, ete., were laid before the
Senate and referred as indicated:

By the VICE PRESIDENT:

A resolution of the State Aeronautical
Commission of Colorado protesting against
Congress taking any action upon legisla-
tion giving to the Federal Government reg-
ulation and control over intrastate air com-
merce—until the conclusion of the present
war; to the Committee on Commerce,

A letter in the nature of a memorial from
Ernest Folkerts, of Mount Olive, Ill,, remon=
strating against the Iimposition of taxes
on nonbeverage alcohol, so that such alco-
hol may continue to be used in certain ex-
tracts and medicine at present ceiling levels;
to the Committee on Finance.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. McCARRAN, from the Committee
on the District of Columbia:

5.1546. A bill to amend an act relating
to the incorporation of Providence Hospital,
Washington, D. C,, approved April 8, 1864;
without amendment (Rept. No. 699);

S. 1554, A bill to amend the act entitled
“An act to change the name of Conduit Road
in the District of Columbia,” approved
March 4, 1942; without amendment (Rept. .
No. 600);

8.2189. A bill to amend an act entitled
“An act In relation to taxes and tax sales
in the District of Columbia,” approved Feb-
ruary 28, 1898, as amended; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 601); and

H.R.36981. A bill to permit the construc-
tion, maintenance, and use of certain pipe
lines for steam-heating purposes in the Dis-
trict of Columbia; without amendmment
(Rept. No. 602).

By Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado, from the
Committee on Military Affairs:

S.1543. A blll to provide for payment of
mustering-out pay to members of the armed
forces, and for other purposes; with amend=-
ments (Rept. No. 603).

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma, from the
Committee on Indian Affairs:

5. 1579. A bill to amend the act entitled
“An act relative to restrictions applicable
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to Indians of the Five Civilized Trikes in

Oklahoma,” approved January 27, 1633; with-

out amendment (Rept. No. 604).

REPORT ON DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE
FPAPERS

Mr. BARELEY, from the Joint Select
Committee on the Disposition of Execu-
tive Papers, to which were referred for
examination and recommendation a list
of records transmitted to the Senate by
the Archivist of the United States that
appeared to have no permanent value or
historical interest, submitted a report
thereon pursuant to law.

BILLS INTRODUCED

Bills were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the
second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. ELLENDER:

8.1593. A bill for the relief of the heirs
and assigns of Widow Cesaire De Blanc; to
the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys.

By Mr. LANGER:

S.1594. A bill for the relief of Dr. Joseph
H. Plant; to the Committee on Finance.

(Mr. LANGER also introduced Senate bill
1595, which was referred to the Committee
on Immigration, and appears under a sepa=
rate heading.)

NATURALIZATION OF CERTAIN NATIVES
OF INDIA

Mr. LANGER. I introduce a bill to
permit approximately 3,000 natives of
India who entered the United States
prior to July 1, 1924, to become natu-
ralized. I request that the bill be ap-
propriately referred.

The bill (S. 1595) to permit approxi-
mately 3,000 natives of India who en-
tered the United States prior to July 1,
1924, to become naturalized, was read
twice by its title and referred to the
Committee on Immigration.

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, in this
connection I desire to say that I think
it is peculiarly appropriate on the one
hundred and fifty-second anniversary of
the adoption of the Bill of Rights to re-
call that America has been the haven of
free institutions and the asylum for the
disowned and oppressed of the human
race. In view of this noble heritage of
our great democracy it would seem in-
congruous indeed to find that people
from India, who have entered the United
States and lawfully resided for periods
of 15 to 25 or more years, engaging in
the free and legitimate pursuit of life
and sharing in the blessings as well as
difficulties peculiar to this land, are sub-
jected: to a legal discrimination that
denies them the privilege of naturaliza-
tion.

More than 25 percent of the people
from India in the United States have
been married to native-born American
citizens and have raised families. Their
wives and children are American citi-
zens by birth.

Since these Indian residents have vol-
untarily given up their former domiciles
and cast their lot for better or worse with
the land of their adoption, in the name
of human justice and American sense of
fair play, it is only just that they be
granted the right to become naturalized
and saved from discriminating limita-
tions due to the national-origin clause,
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED

The following bills were each read
twice by their titles and referred as indi-
cated:

H. R. 2887. An act to fix the price of crude
petroleum and its derivatives and fixing a
parity formula; to the Committe on Banking
and Currency,

H.R.3760. An act authorizing the Presi-
dent to present, in the name of Congress, &
Distinguished Service Medal to Lt. Gen.
Thomas Holcomb, United States Marine
Corps; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

MUSTER-OUT PAY TO MEMEERS OF THE
ARMED FORCES—AMENDMENT

Mr. McCARRAN submitted an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill
(S. 1543) to provide for payment of mus-
tering-out pay to members of the armed
forces, and for other purposes, which
was ordered to lie on the table and to
be printed,

IMPORTATION OF GRAINS AND OTHER
PRODUCTS FOR LIVESTOCK AND POUL-
TRY FEED—AMENDMENT

Mr. ANDREWS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to
the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 171) to
permit the importation from foreign
countries free of duty, during a period
of 90 days, of certain grains and other
products to be used for livestock and
poultry feed, which was referred to the
Committee on Finance and ordered to be
printed.

CONTINUATION OF COMMODITY CREDIT
CORPORATION—AMENDMENT PERTAIN-
ING TO SUBSIDIES

Mr., TAFT. Mr, President, I submit
an amendment to Senate bill 1458, the
so-called subsidy bill, and ask that it be
printed, printed in the REcorp, and lie on
the table. The amendment proposes, in
substance, a compromise on the ques-
tion of subsidies and the provision of
money sufficient to pay all subsidies ex-
cept the subsidies on beef and the pres-
ent proposed subsidy on milk, which are
outlawed, with some additional margin;
g total sum of not to exceed $600,000,000
being allowed for 1944. That sum is
based upon a plan of having subsidies
paid only when they support prices an-
nounced and maintained for the farmers,

I may say that I have not secured the
egreement of any Senator, or of the com-
mittee, to this amendment. The Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency will
meet tomorrow to vote on amendments
and on the bill itself, and I hope that
possibly this compromise may be satis-
factory to a majority of the committee
and to the Senate.

There being no objection, the amend-
ment was referred to the Committee on
Banking and Currency, and ordered to
be printed and to be printed in the
RECORD.

The amendment intended to be pro-
posed by Mr. TaFT to the bill (S. 1458) to
continue the Commodity Credit Corpora-

tion as an agency of the United States,

to revise the basis of annual appraisal
of its assets, and for other purposes, is
as follows:

On page b, strike out’ all of line 16 after
the colon, and all of lines 17 to 25, inclusive;
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also, on page 6, lines 1, 2, and 3 to the colon
in line 3, and insert: “Provided further, That
nothing herein shall apply to payments made
to the shippers of commodities or others to
cover the increased costs of transportation
resulting from the war emergency.

“In order to secure the maximum necessary
production of agricultural commgdities in
the calendar year 1944, the Administrator of
the War Food Administration shall, as soon
as practicable after the passage of this act,
list and announce such support prices as he
finds necessary pursuant to the provisions of
section 4 of Public Law No. 147, approved
July 1, 1941, as amended, and of the Emer-
gency Price Control Act of 1942, as amended.
Whenever any such support price has been
announced, the Administrator shall maintain
such price in the open market throughout
the United States (unless the support price
is limited to particular marketing areas, in
which case he shall maintain such price in
such areas), either by regulations fixing
prices or by causing actual purchases to be
made by some agency of the United States
Government. No maximum price heretofore
or hereafter established for any' commodity
shall be below the support price therefor so
announced, or below the prices specified in
section 3 of Public Law No. 729, approved
October 2, 1942, In any case in which a sup=
port price for an agricultural commodity is
announced and maintained, and a fixed maxi-
mum ceiling is prescribed for the sale by
processors and distributors of any article
processed from such agricultural commodity,
the War Food Administrator may direct the
Commodity Credit Corporation to pay to the
processor or distributor of any such article an
amount per unit of the processed article
(without relation to the profits of such proc-
essor or distributor) for the purpose of re-
ducing the margin between the producer and
the consumer, provided that such margin is
reduced by the amount of the payments made
per unit by the Commodity Credit Corpora-
tion. The Commedity Credit Corporation
may accomplish the same purpose, when it
purchases any agricultural commodity, by
selling such commodity to the processor to be
used solely for the purpose of processing,
without affecting the general market price
for such commodity. No support price shall
be announced for beef cattle or calves or the
products thereof, and no subsidy therefor
shall be payable in connection therewith, but
nothing shall prevent the control of beef and
veal prices by the regulation of the margins
of processors and distributors, and by ration-
ing. No subsidy shall be paid on liquid milk
unless in any particular area a support price
is announced and maintained to the pro-
ducers of milk within that area, in which
case payments may be made to the distribu-
tors of milk within such area under the
authority hereinbefore conferred as if such
distributors were processors'of milk, in order
to reduce the margin in the price of milk
between the producer and the consumer.

“The total payments made to processors
and distributors in the calendar year 1944
plus all losses taken by the Commodity Credit
Corporation during sald calendar year, under
the provisions of the precgding paragraph,
shall not exceed $600,000,000.”

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON IN-
TERSTATE COMMERCE—LIMIT OF EX-
PENDITURES

Mr. WHEELER submitted the follow-
ing resolution (S. Res. 220), which was
referred to the Committee to Audit and
Control the Contingent Expenses of the
Senate:

Resolved, That the limit of exnenditures
authorized by Senate Resolution 48, agreed
to January 14, 1943, authorizing the Com-
mittee on Interstate Commerce to hold hear-
ings during the Seventy-eighth Congress, is
hereby increased by #$5,000.
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SUBSIDIES—LETTER FROM MRS, MARY
WRIGHT JOHNSON

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I have
received from Mrs. Mary Wright John-
son, chairman for the District of Co-
lumbia of the National Organization of
the Women’s Economic Council, a state-
ment in opposition to the subsidy pro-
gram, which I ask to have printed in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
Recorbp, as follows:

Our understanding s that subsidies are to
keep prices lowered to the consumer without
loss to the producer. If there are to be sub-
sidies the owners of small properties should
be included as producers because under price
ceilings ruled by O. P. A, rents receivable are
set far below monthly earrying costs to the
owners, including aged persons who have in-
vested their life savings in this form of small
support for their old age; investors to whom
the Government appealed to provide small
homes for defense workers; and boys on the
battle front who arranged for their families
to live with relatives and rent out their small
homes. All of these owners are losing their
properties under O. P. A. rent regulations,
the regulations seemingly having been writ-
ten by persons opposed to individual owner-
ship of property. One of the men who wrote
these regulations published a book in 1931
in which he stated he.was "against the Con-
stitution of the United States because it
was written by property owners.” Insofar as
I know he is still in the Rent Regulation Di-
vision of O. P, A. at $6,5600 a year; so young he
should be on the battle front with your boys
and mine. All our early Americans became
property owners as quickly as possible—that
is what made America. When a family own
their ground they are loyal citizens, taking
pride in the ownership of that home and
working for the best interests of the country,
a united front without communistic tenden-
cies. Owners who have been forced to take
the losses under O. P. A. rent ceilings should
be recompensed from the date these ceilings
became effective. Defense workers or others
lured by high wages under so-called patriot-
ism should out of these high wages pay their
own living costs whether rent or food.
Shelter and food hif the pocketbook, that is
why so many persons try to make another
person take the loss.

An argument used in behalf of food sub-
sidies is that we are unfair to our men in the
armed forces unless we have these food sub-
gidies. That cannot be true. These men are
not in a position to strike for higher wages
and thus lessen and weaken the war front.
They would unquestionably prefer that each
person on such wages pay their own costs in-
stead of increasing taxes through subsidies,
for future generations of their children and
grandchildren to meet. The way to keep
down inflation is for each person to pay their
own costs, not to get high wages and then
have small property owners or the people
through 'added taxes paid the Government,
pay his legitimate living expenses so he or
she will have more money to throw away,
thus causing inflation.

The Women's Economic Council, a steadily-
growing national organization of housewives,
is opposed to food subsidies and against
further invasion, under the guise of war
emergency, of the rights of our farmers and
people.

THE GOOD NEIGHBOR POLICY—STATE-
MENT BY THE SECRETARY OF STATE
AND ARTICLE FROM NEW YORK HER-

» ALD TRIBUNE !
[Mr. HAYDEN =asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the Recorp a statement by

the Secretary of State dealing with the good-

neighbor policy, and also an article on the
same subject published in the New York Her-
ald Tribune of Wednesday, December 15, 1943,
which appear in the Appendix.]

TAXATION TO CREATE JOES—RADIO FO-
RUM DISCUSSION EETWEEN BSENATOR
O’'MAHONEY AND C. W. HAZELETT
[Mr. MURDOCK asked and obtained leave

to have printed in the REcorp a discussion on

the National Radio Forum between Senator

O’'MaHONEY and C. W. Hazelett, on the sub-

ject Incentive Taxation as a Means of Creat-

ing Employment, and the introductory state-
ment, which appear in the Appendix.]

SENATOR McEELLAR'S VOTING RECORD
ON LABOR LEGISLATION
[Mr. McKELLAR asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the REcorp a statement of
his voting record on labor legislation as a
Representative and a SBenator from 1914 to
1943, which appears in the Appendix.]

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS BY PRESIDENT'S
COMMITTEE ON FAIR EMPLOYMENT
PRACTICE AND LETTER FROM RAIL-
ROAD EXECUTIVES

[Mr. BAILEY asked and obtalned leave
to have printed in the Recorp a summary of
findings by the President’s Committee on Fair
Employment Practice on hearings concerning
southern railroads, and a letter from railroad
executives protesting against the findings,
which appear in the Appendix.]

FUTURE LAND AND WATER DEVELOP-
MENT—ADDRESS BY MICHAEL W.
STRAUS
[Mr. MURRAY asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the Recorp an address en=-

titled “Future Land and Water Develop-
ment,” delivered by Hon. Michael W. Straus,

First Assistant Secretary of the Interior, be-

fore the National Reclamation Association,

Denver, Colo., October 28, 1943, which ap-

pears in the Appendix.]

OUR NEIGHBORS TO THE SOUTH—AR-
TICLE BY DR. JOSEFPH F. THORNING
[Mr., MEAD asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the Ercorp an article en-

titled “The United Americas,"” written by Dr.

Joseph F. Thorning and published in the

Cathollc Courier Jubilee magazine, which

appears In the Appendix.]

0. P. A, REGULATION OF STOCEMEN AND
FARMERS—LETTER FROM LEE A. SNY-
DER
[Mr. CAPPER asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the Recomp a letter from Lee

A. Snyder, of Fairbury, Nebr., expressing dis-

approval of certain requirements of the

0. P. A, published in the Fairbury (Nebr.)

Journal, which appears in the Appendix.]

WAR PROFITEERS—EDITORIAL FROM
WASHINGTON POST
[Mr. OVERTON asked and obtalned leave
to have printed in the Recorp an editorial en-
titled “War Profiteers,” published in the
Washington (D."C.) Post of December 15,
1943, which appears in the Appendix.]

CARE AND TREATMENT OF DISCHARGED
VETERANS OF WORLD WAR NO. 2

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, the care and
treatment of discharged veterans of this
war is a matter which concerns the Con-
gress in a major way.

The American Legion recently con-
ducted a survey which disclosed rather
shocking conditions, conditions reported
by Commander Atherton of the Ameri-
can Legion. I ask unanimous consent
that Commander Atherton’s statement
may be printed in the Recorp together

10677

with the letter of Jack Williams, depart=
ment adjutant for North Dakota, ad-
dressed to me, enclosing Commander
Atherton’s statement.

There being no objection, the state-
ment and letter were ordered to be
printed in the REcorbp, as follows:

THE AMERICAN LEGION,
DEPARTMENT OF NORTH DAKOTA,
Fargo, N. Dak., December 10, 1943,
Hon, Gerarp P. NYE,
United States Senator,
Washington, D.C.

Dean SEnATOR: We are enclosing a state=
ment issued by our national commander,
Warren H. Atherton, dealing with the cone
dition which exists at the present time rela-
tive to the care and tireatment of dis-
charged veterans of World War No. 2.

It s my conclusion that the reason for all
this confusion is the lack of coordination be-
tween the War and Navy Departments and
the Veterans' Administration. It is my fur-
ther conclusion that an office of Assistant Ad-
jutant General should be created; that the
sole responsibility of that office should be to
obtain the hospital and medical records; that
by regulation or law it be made mandatory
that the hospital and medical records be
transferred with the man as he is trans-
ferred from one hospital to another by the
‘War Department. If that were done, much of
the time delay and the confusion which is
preventing the proper adjudication of the
claims of these men would be eliminated.

We find, in many cases, that a discharged
veteran has been hospitalized in several hos-
pitals. Upon his return home, when he files
his claim with the Veterans' Administration,
they cannot rate his case or put him on a
compensation basis until all these records
have been assembled.

You will recall, I"am sure, that this same
condition existed in the Allotment Division
until a separate unit was set up, whose sole
responsibility was allotments, Today the Al-

lotment Division is functioning in a very -

efficlent manner,

There is another very serious matter that
I wish to bring to your attention. The Vet-
erans’ Administration, whose job it is to han-
dle the claims of these men who are dis-
charged from the service, is nct on a war-
time basis. I believe that it should be and
that all priorities for personnel, material,
equipment, and supplies should be imme-
diately made available to it. Without such
priority, another bottleneck would soon de-
velop.

In North Dakota we have 165 American Le-
gion posts, each with an active service officer.
When a man returns from the service to his
home, he is immediately contacted, and every
aid is extended to him such as assistance in
filing his papers and an explanation of the
benefits to which he is entitled under Gov-
ernment laws and regulations. However, we
can go just so far, Our work will be of little

value if the Government agencies whose job

it is to look after these men are jammed and
unable to consider the claims for a period of
6 to 8 months because it takes that long a
time to assemble the records.

This is the beginning of a very serious sit-
uation. It is a problem that Congress should
reinedy before it develops the proportions of
a national scandal.

Very truly yours,
JACK WILLIAMS,
Department Adjutant.

DeLays 1N Cramm SeTTLEMENTS Houp Up Am
TO WAR's DisaBLEp—LEcioN Survey Dis-
CLOSES SHOCKING CONDITION—ATHERTON
Fiies ReporT WITH CONGRESS—ACTION BY
DEPARTMENTS NEECDED IMMEDIATELY
Situation in nutshell; One thousand five

hundred and thirty-seven cases of delay
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compiled in survey; 34 States covered; 15
specific instances cited.

Average time of delay per case, 3 to 4
months.

Maximum time cf delay found, 11 months,

Representations by department com-
manders to Members of Congress asked now.

BTATEMENT BY WARREN H. ATHERTON, NATIONAL
COMMANDER OF THE AMERICAN LEGION, ON
RESULTS OF SURVEY OF WORLD WAR NO. 2
CLAIMS

A telegraphic and alr-meail survey of
American Leglon service officers on pending
World War No. 2 claims show that there has
been and still is considerable delay from the
time these men are released from service, file
their claims, and receive the first check in
settlement thereof. This delay is attributa-
ble to a number of circumstances according
to these service officers. Some States report
no undue delay, but most of them have
cases of record filed 3 to 7 months ago and
not yet settled. The American Legion feels
that all Government agencies concerned
should coordinate their activities to the end
that men and women released fromxy service
because of disabilities shall not be subjected
to inconveniénce, embarrassment, and, at
times, distress, because their claims for dis-
ability compensation are not settled
promptly. The American Legion has clearly
in mind that a great number of these claim-
ants have been in service for several months,
have become incapacitated in training or
combat, and are now back in civil life or
back in hospitals and institutions, because
the armed services has no further use for
them. While in service they made allot-
ments to their dependents to which was
added the Government allowance. This
hpnefit is discontinued in each case upon
discharge. Having no other income, the dis-
abled dischargee must rely on financial as-
sistance from private or charitable sources.
Sugh a situation, especially for the combat
disabled, should not be tolerated. Based
upon the findings of the survey Just coms=-
pleted and upon the experience of the or-
ganization in claims and rehabilitation
fields, the following recommendations are
made by the American Legion to the Federal
Government:

1. Every serviceman whose disabilities or
physical condition are reparable should be
retained to the armed services to receive the
maximum benefits of hospitals and medical
care. If there is need for further convalescent
or institutional care, the liaison between the
Army and Navy on the one hand and the
Veterans' Administration on the other should
really function and be applicable in each case.
Men should not be returned to clvil or State
authorities unless so desired expressly by the
folks at home.

2. The Veterans' Administration hospital
bed capacity, especially for the nervous and
mental cases and the tuberculous patients,
ghould be enlarged so that all those released
from service and in need of further care may
be accommodated. The American Legion is
committed to the proposition that the Vet-
erans’ Administration be a war agency for the
duration of hostilities and 6 months there-
after, to assure its proper place in the priori-
ties rating for construction material, equip-
ment, personnel, and supplies.

3. As a direct contribution to the informa-
tional and advisory service to prospective dis-
chargees, the Veterans' Administration should
have contact representatives at the larger
discharge centers, especially those handling
combat troops.

4. To obviate delays in adjudicating claims
for obvious and indisputable disabilities, the
War and Navy Departments should permit the

- absignment of Veterans’' Administration
rating boards at the larger discharge points
. or demobillzation centers,
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5. Mustering-out pay in amounts depend-

ent upon length of service should be made.

avallable with a portion payable at discharge
and the balance within 30 and 60 days there-
after. The national commander of the Amer=
ican Legion tfestified before a Senate com=-
mittee on such a proposal December 1, 1943,

6. The furnishing of medical and clinical
records from service hospitals at which the
disabled person may have been treated be-
fore he reached the discharge center must be
speeded up. It is understood that such
records may be essential in the adjudication
of many cases, but in many others they would
contribute little or nothing to the identifi-
cation and evaluation of the disabllity caus-
ing discharge. Another bottleneck was
found in the furnishing of photostat copies
of induction or enlistment examination re-
ports. As the result of a former survey made
by.the American Legion the War Department
was furnished with findings upon which offi-
cials took action. It has been reported that
this bottleneck is now eliminated and that
requests for these photostat records will be
handled within 5 days from date of receipt.

7. The present arrangement of sending
records and reports of disabled dischargees
to the nearest regional office of the Veterans’
Administration should be changed so that
these records are dispatched promptly to the
Veterans' Administration office having juris-
diction in the man’s home State. This
change may require Veterans' Administration
contact people at the different discharge
points as recommended above.

8. The lack of sufficient trained personnel
in the adjudication fleld is a cause of delay
in handling these cases in most stations,
The manpower situation is recognized, but
yet the Legion cannot refrain from urging
and exhorting the Veterans' Administration
to authorize the additional help requested by
field offices, and to immediately step up re-
cruitment and training programs for this
purpose.

9. Some service officers have reported the
lack of complete and clarifylng instructions
from the central office of the Veterans' Ad-
ministration to the regional offices on the
adjudication of the new claims has been an
element of delay. Certainly this should be
overccme immediately.

10. Each claim is assigned a C number or
claim number. So far this is done by the
central office. Complalnts have come in that
the delay in assigning these numbers has
held up adjudication of cases for as long as
2 or 3 weeks. The Legion feels this is an
administrative problem that could and
should be met and solved right now.

11, The present fiscal arrangement whereby
disbursement on vouchers and rolls certified
by the Veterans' Administration are made
at disbursing offices, one in each Federal
Reserve district, also contributes to delay
the issuance of the initial check and settle-
ment of the claim. Up to about 8 years ago
the Veterans’ Administration had its own
disbursing officers. Reverting to that ar-
rangement now should serve to expedite
the payment of individual and new claims,

These conclusions rest upon observations
sent in by trained service officers in 34 States.
They cited by name and number (if as-
signed) 1,537 cases of disabled men. It is
understood that many cases may require de-
velopment of pertinent information, but that
should not be permitted to slow down the
whole rating machinery, Another factor
cited is that of settling the question of
walver of premiums on insurance during

period of total disability. Also the payment

of insurance benefits and pension to the de-
pendents of those dying in service. The jur-
isdiction over both these is in central office,
and the many delays reported call for prompt
improvement In the system of disposing of
these cases. .
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There may be many other considerations
touching upon the broad question of delays
in the settlement of disabled veterans’ claima.

* The American Legion submits, however, that

if all Government agencles concerned would
redouble their efforts to effect complete co-
ordination, much will have been accoms-
plished toward the goal sought by the dis-
chargees themselves, their folks at home,
their representatives, and the Federal Gov-
ernment.

Attached hereto are brief summaries of
cases taken from those submitted in the
survey. They illustrate many of the points
set forth above. .

Related to this question are those other
important programs of employment and un=
employment protection. As to these, the
American Legion has proposals which are
being introduced in Congress and on which
further detailed data will be given,

SPECIFIC INSTANCES

Case 1: In this claim the veteran served
honorably in the Navy from March 4, 1033,
to February 8, 1938. He reenlisted on May
4, 1938, and was honorably discharged on
medical certificate on account of active tu-
berculosls, incurred in line of duty, on April
6, 1943, The Form 526 was received in an
office of the Veterans’ Administration on April
21, 1943, and it has not been adjudicated
as yet on account of the fact that completa
records have not been received from the
Navy. Contact was made with the adjudi-
cation officer about the delay in this claim
on October 22, 1843, and again on November
29, 1943.

Case 2: This veteran was discharged insane,
unable to sign his discharge. Claim was
filed April 12 and we have not yet been able
to get this veteran examined. While it is
true that the Veterans' Administration wrote
to the sister and a service officer, no letters
were written to either or anyone in the
months of September and October. Request
was made for an attendant by this office on
August 2 and the Veterans’ Administration
under date of November 9 finally complied
with this request and wrote the veteran.

Case 3: This boy enlisted on July 13, 1940,
and was declared unfit for service on January
13, 1948, with this notation: “Patient was
struck in the head while in combat against
the Japanese in Guadalcanal, penetrating
wound right parieto-occipital region produced
by grenade. Diagnosis: hemiplegia, spastio,
left.” He was honorably discharged on
C. D. D. July 3, 1943, and his clalm was filed
the same date. He was rated 50 percent dis=
abled October 25, 1943, and advised of this
rating on November 4, 1943, with rating effec=
tive from- July 5, 1943. Vocational rehabili-
tation recommended.

Case 4: Clalm was filed in this case July 8.
The case flle was transferred to central office
for conslderation by the Veterans' Claim
Service on October 6, 1943. One reason for
the delay in this particular case is that the
veteran had a claim pending for officers’ re-
tirement pay which had to be disposed of.

Case 5: This claimant was discharged from
the hospital on August 16, 1943, and on No=-
vember 11, 1943, an office of the Veterans' Ad-
ministration had to make a second request of
the War Department for a medical report,
He was examined at a Veterans' Adminis-
tratlon hospital and some adjustment was
made,

Case 6: This claimant was discharged
August 15, 1942, from the Army Nurse Corps,
and claim was filed February 4, 1943. Re-
ports from the Adjutant General's Office for
which requests had been made several times,
were not received until the latter part of

., August 1943. The decision has been deferred

until completion of the requested neuropsy=
chiatric examination by the Veterans' Admin=
istration. -
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Case 7: This veteran was discharged from
service July 27, 1943, with a diagnosis of
dementia praecox, paranoid, The handi-
cap estimated by the rating board is 100
percent. Action toward releasing payment
on the veteran’s behalf apparently is not to be
expected until the facility is informed of-
ficially with respect to the character of the
veteran's discharge. It seems quite evident
that this veteran served honorably, but the
Authorization Unit has refused to release the
payments until officially reported that dis-
charge was honorable,

Case 8: Discharge from service in this case
was effected July 26, 1943, Decision by the
Rating Board on October 7, 1943, recognized
the veteran’s entitlement to pensionable rat-
ing for weak feet. Release of payments in
this case, as in the case to which reference
is made immediately above, awaits the re-
ceipt of official information of the man hav=
ing been discharged honorably.

Case 9: Claim for pension was filed by this
veteran at the time of discharge on June 11,
1943. Before conducting the studies the
medical authorities thought it advisable to
have a social-service inves#igation made. It
seems probable that another 3 or 4 months
will elapse before a decision can be effected
in the circumstances that exist, due to the
accumulated load and number of orders for
investigations.

Case 10: Claim was filed June 17, 1943.
Beveral follow-ups by & Veterans' Adminis-
tration facility have not brought the receipt
of War Department reports.

Case 11: This veteran enlisted October 25,
1941, and was honorably discharged on C.D. D.
December 23, 1942, Form 526 was received
in an office of the Veterans’ Administration
on January 4, 1943. On January 5, 1943,
service records were requested from the
Adjutant General’s Office and were received
in this office on February 19, 1943. Under
date of April 10, 1943, the rating board re-
quested supplemental service records from the
Adjutant General's Office which were re-
ceived in the Veterans’ Administration on
May 7,,1943. A second supplemental Adju-
tant General's report concerning alleged
treatment at Fort Custer was requested May
10, 1943, and on June 14, 1943, a third sup-
plemental report of clinical records of treat-
ment at Fort Custer was requested. Com-
plete records of the claimant’'s treatment at
Fort Custer were received in the Veterans'
Administration on July 26, 1943. August 3,
1943, an examination and psychiatric social
history were requested by the rating board
and the latter was received on September 12,
1943. Then on September 14, 1943, the rat-
ing board requested an examination based

.upon psychiatric social report. The claimant

was examined at a Veterans’ Administration
facility on October 14, 1943, and report of
this was received November 15, 1943, in the
regional office. On November 20, 1943, the
rating board rated the claim and granted
service connection for & nervous condition,
incompetent, and in need of a guardian. On
account of the claimant’s having been de-
clared incompetent, chief attorney requested
that a fiduciary be appointed under date of
November 24, 1943, No check has been issued
as yet.

Case 12: In this case the veteran, totally
blind, was discharged from an Army hospital
on June 30, 1943; the Army service records
were not received in the regional office un-
til the week of November 22, 1943; there-
fore, the veteran has not as yet, and prob-
ably will not for 30 days, receive the pension
check to which he is entitled.

Case 13: This veteran was discharged from
service March 31, 1943, Form 526 was sub-
mitted to the Veterans’ Administration on
August 9, 1943, The regional office has
only a dummy file on this case, The prin-
cipal folder was sent to the Index Division,
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office of Chief Clerk, on August 9, 1943, for
the reason that, in addition to the veteran’s
service in the Navy in World War No. 2, he
had also had peacetime service in the Army,
just prior to World War No. 2. Under date
of September 14, 1943, the Chief Clerk ad-
vised the regional office that the veteran’s
file was being referred to the Iinsurance
claims council for attention to the veteran's
claim for waiver of premiums,

Case 14: This veteran was discharged from
service on March 4, 1943. He has been granted
service connection for tuberculosis, pulmo-
nary, active, under date of May 5, 1943, and
has been rated 100 percent from March 5,
1943, His claim file was sent to the director
of insurance on September 25, 1943, for ac-
tion on a question of entitlement to walver
of premiums. The file has not been returned
to this date, November 26, 1943, and no action
has been reported by the insurance claims
council,

Case 15: A recent survey of State hospitals
for the insane in northern California alone
showed 100 discharged veterans of World War
No. 2 being confined therein because of lack
of beds in Veterans' Administration facilities.

POST-WAR PLANS OF THE RAILROADS

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, a recent
survey to determine what the railroads
of the country are doing now to meet
wartime emergency demands, and what
they plan to do about passenger busi-
ness in the post-war period, discloses
some findings which indicate a signifi-
cant travel trend for Americans.

Conducted by Railway Age, magazine
of the railroad industry, the survey cov-
ered major roads in all sections of the
country, and is published in the fifth
Passenger Progress Annual in its Novem-
ber 20 issue.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con=
sent that a summary of the findings,
which will be of interest to the Congress
and especially to the Senate committee
now devoting itself to post-war plan-
ning, may be printed in the REecorp at
this point as a part of my remarks.

There being no objection, the sum-
mary was ordered to be printed in the
REcorp, as follows: .

1, POST-WAR PLANS

The railways are determined to fight with
every weapon at their command to take as
large a share as possible of the post-war
passenger traffic. Without minimizing in any
way the seriousness of the competition they
will encounter, they are optimistic as to their
chances of success.

For example, one railway executive said,
“Passenger revenues are so vital to us that we
have prepared to tackle post-war competition
and fight it tooth and nail. Our competi-
tors, who are gleefully anticipating a walk-
over as far as taking profit away from the
railways is concerned, are in for a most
unpleasant surprise.” ;

Baid another, “We were suffering materially
from airplane competition prior to the war,
but I do not expect it to be much worse ‘1
the post-war period, because I hope to combat
such competition with streamlined trains, and
I am confident that we can hang onto a
considerable share of the business.”

Post-war plans are threefold:

(a) New equipment

The rallways recognize that present pas-
senger equipment is outmoded and they are
planning to replace it with modern light-
weight equipment just as soon as possible
after the war. Many of the roads stated def-
initely that they plan to buy up to-the limit
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of their financial ability., Some commentis
were:

“Everyone on this railway s unreservedly
in favor of lightweight equipment for pas-
senger trains. We will never buy another
heavyweight car.”

“We will give the traveling public what 1t
wants—streamlined frains and plenty of
them.”

“The reaction of the public to streamlinera
has been sstonishing. Omne of our trains has
Jumped to earnings of over §9 per train-mile,
All reservations on several others are sold
for the next 6 weeks. Another train has more
than doubled its earnings. We are definitely
‘lightweight minded." "

“The public reaction to streamliners has
convinced us that these trains are the an=-
swer to retaining our mass transportation
business. We envisage fleets of coach
streamliners at frequent intervals.”

(b) Speed comfort and fares

A majority of the railroads favor reduc=-
tions in fares after the war. Many would
like to make these cuts immediately rather
than to wait or to make a series of small
reductions.

Rail executives contend that imn normal
times railroads surpass airplanes and motor
vehicles in passenger comfort, but they in-
tend to increase the advantage they have in
this respect after the war. Nearly all of
them also feel that definite improvements
in train speeds are possible. Some opinions:

“We can and will make our trains more
comfortable and this applies to everything
from a local all-coach train to the extra-fare
trains.”

“We had a maximum speed of 100 miles
per hour on our streamliners before the war,
and I do not think this speed will be exceeded
in the post-war period. However, by im-
provements in operating methods and by
taking out curves I believe our schedules
can and should be shortened.”

“We have plans for increasing the speed
of all our trains. This increases the desir-
ability of rail versus bus travel and dimin=-
ishes the advantage the planes have.”

“The present snail’s pace of some trains
will have to be improved—by days, not
merely by hours.”

“Since the horse-and-buggy days no rail-
road has needed passenger stations every
few miles. I can envisage such trains that
would stop only, say, every 75 miles along
the main line and be day runs, giving many
of the local communities fast schedules to
connect with the fast through trains.”

“My own preference is for an immediate
slice in coach rates to 114 cents per mile and
a reduction in first-class rates to 21§ cents
per mile.”

“I make the radical but eminently sound
statement that coach fares should be a flat
1 cent per mile. Merely nibbling at fares
will do no good.”

“Speed is a potent weapon against com-
petition and by speed I mean an over-all
schedule of at. least 70 miles per hour,
Nothing less will suffice, and the railways
who do not wish to build up their track to
permit such speed might just as well get
out of the passenger business.”

“I am all for standardizing equipment
to reduce costs, but let's get the standard
the passenger wants instead of what some
designer thinks he ought to have.”

(c) Advertising

The remarkable response to their patriotic
and institutional advertising during the war
has convinced the railroads that they have
too long ignored the sales potentiality of ad-
vertising. Virtually all officials replying to
the survey indicated that they expect to con-
duct far more voluminous and effective ad-
vertising than ever before in order properly
to merchandise the new trains, lower fares,
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higher speeds, and extra comfort of the post-
war period.

2. WARTIME ACHIEVEMENTS—TRCOOF MOVEMENTS

Within 8 weeks after Pearl Harbor, more
than 600,000 troops had been gathered from
all sections of the country and sent to the
Pacific coast on troop trains. This was one
of the greatest emergency mass movements of
troops in history.

During the first 19 months of the present
war, the railroads have handled 21,754,305 sol-
diers in organized movements. This com-
pares with the 19-month period which com=-
prised the entire duration of the last war,
during which time 8,874,708 soldiers were
moved,

Between December 1941 and July 1943, an
average of 100,000 soldlers per day was han-
dled on American railways in organized
movements.

Comparative equipment requirements for
troop movements during the first 19 months
of this war and the like perlod of World War
No. 1: 359,253 coaches and sleepers now,
136,376 in 1917-18, 173,799 freight and bag-

gage cars now, 34,784 a quarter of a century

ago.

gIn this war, troop movements constitute
19.1 percent of the total railway passenger
miles as compared with 8.6 percent in the
last war,

On the average, an organized troop move=
ment originates somewhere in this country
every 5 minutes, day and night, and every &
minutes 150 troops entrain and another 150
detrain on United States railroads.

Transport of troops is being facilitated by
the building of 1,200 triple-deéck troop sleepers
by the Pullman-Standard Car Manufacturing
Co, These were in addition to the 107 parlor
cars and 153 obsolete sleeping cars Pullman
converted into triple-tier sleepers exclusively
for troop movements in 1942,

In the First World War only 25 percent of
the trocps were moved in sleeplng cars. Now

Pullman is handling nearly 66 percent of

the troop traffic,

Up to October 1, 1843, 15,000,000 soldiers
were transported in Pullmans in organized
movements. This is nearly double the ntim=-
ber of troops carried in Pullmans and coaches
combined in World War No. 1.

In the first 8 months of this year 6,536,000
troops were moved in Pullmans compared
with 4,312,000 in the same period of 1942,
This Is an increase of 52 percent.

3. WARTIME ACHIEVEMENTS—PASSENGER TRAFFIC

A record of 80,000,000,000 passenger-miles
is expected to be reached by the railroads
during 1943. This exceeds by more than 50
percent the 53,675,562,000 passenger-miles re-
corded in 1942 and the previous high of 46,-
B47,634,000 miles set in 1920. The 1920 record
was surpassed in the first 7 months of this
year when 47,950,173,000 passenger-miles were
produced.

These records not only show that the rail-
roads have been doing a tremendous job but
also a highly efficient one because they have
available about one-third less cars now than
they had in the last war.

About half of the Pullman cars and a
third of the railway-owned coaches are de-
voted entirely to troop movements.

In order fully to utilize passenger-carry-
ing equipment, cars are loaned by owning
roads to roads needing them, This program
is operated under the supervision of the
Association of American Railroads and at
present an average of 8,300 cars per day is
operating on other than owner roads.

Nearly half of Pullman’s fleet of 7,000 cars
is constantly engaged in group troop move-
ments. Pullman passenger-miles are run-
ning just over 2,000,000,000 per month and
It is expected that the total will reach 25,-
000,000,000 or more for 1943, This would be
31 percent above the all-time high of 19,000,-
000,000 passenger-miles established in 1942,

SBtreamliners are doing more than their
share of transporting wartime passengers.
Though no new streamlined trains have been
put into service during the year, these newer
trains spend less time in the repair shops and
are in almost continuous use. Most of these
trains are earning from 200 to 300 percent
more than in pre-war years.

Streamliners of the Burlington, Rock Is-
land, and Chicago & North Western-Union
Pacific Roads are transporting approximately
250,000 passengers annually between the two
vital war production centers of Denver and
Chicago.

Streamliners are carrying between 3,000 and
4,000 people daily between Chicago and Min-
neapolis. Traffic on the Chicago & North
Western's four Hiawathas alone is up 60 per-
cent, with an average daily load of 1,862
people during August.

Bample percentage Increases in passenger
traffic during 1943 as compared with 1942:
Pennsylvania, 656; New York Central, 56; Chi-
cago, Burlington & Quincy, 63; Southern, 65;
Florida East Coast, 164; Denver & Rio Grande
Western, 216.

Sample percentage increases in passenger
revenue this year over last: Boston & Maine,
45; Pennsylvania, 62; St. Louis-San Fran-
cisco, 69; Pere Marquette, 80; Chicago, Mil-
waukee, St. Paul & Pacific, 110; Northern Pa-
cifie, 131,

Sample percentage increases <n passenger
miles this year over last: New York Central,
71; Southern, 72; Pennsylvania, 75; Lehigh
Valley, 104; Chicago, Burlington & Quincy,
178; Denver & Rio Grande Western, 180.

SKY-ROADS, EXHIBIT BY CIVIL AERO-
NAUTICS ADMINISTRATION

Mr. MEeap obtained the floor.

Mr. BURTON. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from New York yield to the Sen-
ator from Ohio?

Mr. MEAD, I am glad to yield.

Mr. BURTON, Before the Senator
from New York proceeds with the report
he is about to make for the Truman Com-
mittee, on the general subject of trans-
portation, I should like to say a word as
to the exhibit relating to sky-roads,
which is being presented by the Civil
Aeronautics Administration in collabora-
tion with the Museum of Modern Art of
New York City in the auditorium of the
Department of Commerce in this city.

Mr. President, yesterday evening I
spent an hour and a half at this exhibit.
Former Senator Josh Lee, who was in
the Senate Chamber a moment ago, now
a member of the Civil Aeronautics Board,
was present at the exhibit while I was
there, as well as many others from Gov-
ernment departments. No other Mem-
bers of the Senate, however, were pres-
ent, and I was there asked to call the
exhibit personally to the attention of
other Senators as being one of extraor-
dinary interest in enabling the people
of today to orient themselves in relation
to the air age in which they live.

The exhibit consists of seven sections.
The first deals with progress in map-
making, in 25 exhibits, covering the time
from the early days, even before the
Romans, to the present.

The second relates to the progress of
flight, with exhibits consisting of 60
photographic enlargements which trace
the evolution of flight, including the
flight by the Wright brothers, which the
Senate recognized by the passage of a
joint resolution a few days ago. On
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December 17 we will celebrate the
fortieth anniversary of their flight.
The third exhibit relates to air
strategy. It points out one of the faults
in the German strategy arose from too
great reliance on the Mercator projec-

tion, instead of a global map, in working

out world-wide strategy in the present
War.

The fourth exhibit relates to the na-
ture of the atmosphere.

The fifth has to do with transition to
peace.

The sixth relates to the development
of flying resources and training in this
Nation.

The seventh exhibit relates to sky-
roads, and gives an excellent demonstra-
tion of the way in which planes coming
into commercial airfields are guided into

their respective airports, and the meth- ,

ods which will be used in the future to
increase the traffic that can be handled
at an airport. ¢

The exhibit concludes with a quiz
board, where a person can ask himself
questions relating to the location of
places on the earth with relation to each
other, and with respect to their relation
to one another by air. I am sure no
Member of the Senate could attain a 75
percent passing grade on that board,
probably not more than 50 percent. Itis
a demonstration of the extent to which
the world today is misinformed as to the
possibilities of transportation by air.

The exhibit will remain here through
January 8, and will be open daily from
10 a. m. to 9 p. m. Members of the Sen-
ate were invited by the Secretary of
Commerce to visit the exhibit for a pre-
view yesterday evening. I wish to add
highr commendation of the exhibit as an
unusual one, scientifically prepared by
the Museum of Modern Art in New York
City, and supplemented by an exhibit
of the Department of Commerce. I be-
lieve it will well repay any Senator for
the time spent in examining it.

THE PETROLEUM SITUATION

Mr, MEAD. Mr. President, I have a
letter which explains the British con-
tribution to the petroleum supply pro-
gram of the United Nations. I desire to
read the letter for the benefit of the
Senate; and in connection with the
reading of the letter, I ask unanimous
consent to have printed in the REcorp
as a part of my remarks an article en-
titled ‘“Foreign Oil and Post-war Plan-
ning,” by K. C. Sclater, published in the
October 1943 issue of The Peiroleum
Engineer.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp
as follows:

ForeioN Om AND PosT-WAR PLANNING—OIL
INDUSTRY SEEMS DESTINED TO ASSUME A
WorLD-WinE PATTERN, AND PoLiciEs Now
BEING FORMULATED SHOULD CONSIDER THE
BEsST INTERESTS OF ALL, BOTH HERE AND
ABROAD

(By E. C. SBclater)

Under what conditions will foreign ofl
operations be conducted after the war? This
is a highly pertinent question, inasmuch as
new international oil policies are now in the
making. If it were possible to give an an-
swer to this question now, it would afford the
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industry a clearer view of its post-war prob-
lems and aid in their appraisal; also, it would
provide a basis for sound post-war planning.
Concentration on war work has given the
industry little opportunity to give much con-
sideration to post-war problems, All its
energies have been, and will continue to be
for the duration, bent on keeping our fight-
ing forces and war industries and those of
our allies adequately supplied with wvital
petroleum products. This is as it should be.
International oil trends in recent months,
however, are such that the oil industry can-
not afford to be too complacent about what is
taking place.

It becomes increasingly clear that the man-
ner in which foreign oil operations will be
conducted after the war will depend on the
policy the Government will follow with re-
spect to the development of oll deposits in
foreign countries, What that policy will be
or whether a definite foreign oil policy has
been decided upon is not known; if it has, it
has not been officially announced.

The creation of the Petroleum Reserve
Corporation in June of this year is evidence
that the Government plans to assume, af
least for the duration, some form of Govern-
ment participation In foreign oil develop-
ment. Further evidence of this is the issu-
ance of P. A. W. Directive 70, the provisions
of which fit into the plans of the Petroleum
Reserves Corporation. Just what the ulti-
mate plans of the Petroleum Reserve Corpo-
ration are have never been divulged. Secrecy
has surrounded the Petroleum Reserve Cor-
poration’s activities since it was created, and
this has given rise to much speculation and
not a little apprehension.

Petroleum Administrator Ickes, who is
president of the Petroleum Reserve Corpora-
tion, until a few days ago refused to reveal,
on the grounds of military secrecy, any infor-
mation regarding the program and activities
of the Corporation. When he did make a
formal disclosure in this connection he said
that “preliminary studies have been com-
pleted and solid ground work has been laid
for more comprehensive action looking
toward an increasingly efficlent utilization of
foreign petroleum facilities for the fighting
forces abroad and closer integration of for-
elgn production and distribution into our
domestic supply pattern.

“It is now necessary to undertake studies
in the field to perfect our information from
first-hand surveys and observations. The
P. R. C., whose directors are Secretaries of
State, War, Navy, Interior, and the Director of
Office of Economic Warfare, made arrange-
ments several weeks ago to send a mission to
the Middle and Near East oil fields.”

Bince the Petroleum Reserves Corporation
has been formed, it has been working behind
the scenes on the problem of oil preduction,
refining, and distribution facilities in the
Middle and Near East. The P. A. W., through
its Foreign Operations Committee, is simul~
taneously engaged in accelerating oil opera-
" tlons in foreign fields.

SCOPE OF P, R. C.

According to the charter of the Petroleum
Reserves Corporation, its powers are broad in
scope. It was created under the Reconstruc-
tion Finance Corporation Act on June 30,
1943. The objects and purposes of the Cor-
poration, as stated in the charter, “shall be to
buy or otherwise acquire reserves of crude
petroleum from sources outside the United
States, including the purchase or acquisition
of stock in corporations owning such reserves
or interests therein, and to store, transport,
produce, process, manufacture, sell, market,
and otherwise dispose of such crude petro-
leum and the products derived therefrom;
and the Corporation shall have the power
and authority to do and perform all acts and
things whatsoever necessary thereto, includ-
ing, but without limifation, the power to bor-
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row money and issue its secured or unse-
cured obligations therefor; to adopt and use
a corporate seal; to make contracts; to sue
and be sued; and to construct and operate
outside the United States such refineries,
pipe lines, storage tanks, and other facilities
as are nece in connection with carrying
out the objects and purposes of the Cor-
poration as above stated.” Although the
total authorized stock is declared to be
$1,000,000, it has unlimited borrowing power.

The course of action the Corporation will
pursue has great significance. It may be far
reaching in its eflect on foreign oil-develop=
ment operations in the immediate post-war
period.

Judging from the plans as they have thus
far developed, the course in world oil on
which the United States has embarked covers
every phase and branch of the petroleum in-
dustry. The P. R. C.,, through the State De-
partment, has the power to deal with foreign
governments on petroleum matters,

The further fact that the Foreign Opera=
tions Committee of the P. A, W, is also en-
gaged in coordinating foreign oil activities is
indicative,of the extensive participation of
the Government in forwarding war plans con-
nected with foreign oll problems.

Post-war settlements will be concerned
with the access of the various nations to raw
materials, of which petroleum is one of the
most important.
therefore entering a new phase.

THE POST-WAR ERA

In the post-war period, the oil industry will
witness an era of greater activity and greater
competition in foreign oil than it has ever
known before.
international oll trends should not be over-
loocked by the oil industry at large. What
trend foreign oil settlements will take are
closely related to post-war planning in the
oil industry both at home and abroad. They
will be more closely tied in with domestic oil
development and for this reason the oil in-
dustry will have to develop a world-wide view=
point on oil matters.

Petroleum as a natural resource and an
essential raw commodity in nearly every coun=-
try of the world is of such paramount im-
portance that it will be the subject of the
closest study in post-war settlements. The
oil Industry of the United States may find
that it must fit its operations into the pat-
tern of world economics. Any program em-
barked on by a private oil company cperating
in foreign fields will have to stand the test
of scrutiny not only by the United States
Government but by the governments of other
nations. Cognizance will have to be taken
of other countries and their economic status.

What course world settlements will take
with respect to natural resources is not
known, but there will have to be & give and
take attitude among nations. Political ques-
tions and economic considerations will enter,
but they should not be confused one with
the other. As the world oil situation be-
gins to take more definite shape, including
the preparations the United States Govern-
ment has in progress for controlling foreign
oil operations during the war, there is a lurk-
ing fear that the extensions of Government
control to foreign operations may be ex-
tended into the post-war pericd. There is
no definite assurance even that Government
control of domestic oil operations will be dis-
continued following the close of the war, or
that private enterprise will replace Govern-
ment bureaucracy immediately the war ends.

Far-reaching effects are likely to be felt by
domestic oil operations in having to conform
its activities to meet international condi-
tions in the post-war era. Fuller utilization
of petroleum and its products may be neces-
sary to prevent undue dissipation of domestic
crude oil reserves. Failure to observe this

Foreign oil operations are .

This is one good reason why'
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plcllnt may invite large importations of foreign
oil,

Pogue, in a paper elsewhere in this issue,
points out that for the duration of the war
the American petroleum industry has become
indissolubly linked with foreign sources of
supply and that no major oil problem can
now be resclved except in the light of all
foreign alternatives. He also points out that
the manner In which the petroleum resources
of the world are disposed of in the post-war
era will play a large part in the economic and
social progress of nations., These are factors
to be borne in mind when the question of a
foreign policy is under consideration. Pogue
states that our oil policy must be such that it -
will not only serve the interests of the Na-
tion, but that it will also further the pro-
ductive capacity and volume of trade of
foreign countries. He states further that
there should be a freedom from burdensome
operating controls, stability of contracts, and
parity with all competitors. "If these con=
ditions are provided with international un-
derstanding this country and its petroleum
industry can make an outstanding contri-
bution to the future stability and well-being
of the entire world.”

EFFECT ON WORLD TRADE

Oil's place in the post-war world and its
effect on world trade therefore merit the
closest study today when foreign oil policies
are being developed and commitments being
made.

Post-war plans for the oil industry must
take into account the vast losses of crude oil
stocks that have occurred in war and also the
accelerated consumption of petroleum prod=
ucts in carrying on the war. In addition,
there is the devastation of oil fields, refineries,
and other petroleum facilities; these all must
be replaced. The rehabilitation and recon-
struction problems that confront the ol in-
dustry are tremendous, and are world-wide in
scope.

In the United States alone a vast ex-
ploitation program will be necessary in the
post-war period to increase the Nation's
oil reserves. There will also be a great need
for replacement of equipment in the field,
plant, and refinery. In the immediate post-
war period the oil industry in all its branches
will be taxed to the utmost in meeting the
problems that now confront it. Many new
competitive factors will arise in the post-
war era. There will be drastic changes in
refining pro and products, There will
be increased competition from other coun=-
tries. ‘There will be the need for new de-
signs in equipment. It is hoped that there
will also be a wise foreign economic oil policy
that will conform to the best interests of
the oil industry here and abroad.

PERIOD OF TRANSITION

The period of transition from war to peace
will provide an opportunity to discard inef-
ficient practices and equipment that can be
replaced by modern methods and materials.
Many new conditions will be met that will
render useless past performances and ex-
perience. Many other questions arise: Will
the petroleum industry of the United States
be prepared to resume dominant leadership
in petroleum when the war ends? What
will be the changes In purchasing arrange-
ments with foreign countries? Where will
oil exploration be pushed, here at home or
in foreign fields? What changes in ma-
chinery and equipment may be expected?
What about war substitutes? Who will op=-
erate the Big Inch line after the war? What
effect will the Big Inch and other war emer-
gency lines have on the location of re-
fineries and manufacturing facilities? When
all oil tankers are released how will it affect
transcontinental and world commerce?
What about increased capacity for high-oc-
tane gasoline after the war? Will com-
mercial and air transportation grow fast
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enough to absorb all this product or will
it necessitate drastic changes in auto-engine
design? What part will synthetic fuels play
in the post-war era? What about synthetic
rubber facilities? What about drastic
changes in refining technology? Will the in-
dustry be allowed to conduct its own op-
erations here and abroad with minimum
governmental control?

These are among the important questions
that will come up for solution in the post-
war period. They are all closely related and
hinge on the policy the Government will
adopt in regard to foreign oil. A wise foreign-
oil policy will accomplish the transition from
war to peace in the oil industry with a mini-
mum of dislocation and preserve the well-
being of the oil industry and particularly
those companies operating in foreign fields.

Mr. MEAD., Mr. President, the con-
troversy over the petroleum-supply pro-
gram for the war effort has been dis-
cussed in the public press, over the radio,
and in the Senate very frequently of late.
Perhaps in great measure the importance
given to this program or problem is one
of the results of the investigation con-
ducted by the subcommittee of the Tru-
man committee in its recent trip during
which it visited the battle fronts of the
world. I hold in my hand a letter which
I received from Secretary Harold L.
Ickes. The letter is dated December 10,
1943, and gives a very clear explanation
of the current situation. In his letter
Secretary Ickes states:

PETROLEUM ADMINISTRATION FOR WAR,
Washington, D. C., December 10, 1943.
Hon. James M. MEaAD,
United States Senate.

My DEeArR SENATOR MEeap: I am pleased to
give you the following comments upon the
British contribution to the petroleum-sup-
ply program of the United Nations:

Statements to the effect that the oil sup-
plies under British control are being drawn
upon at a lower rate than are those of the
United States have been extensively ecircu-
lated in the public press. And, in general,
such statements are factually correct. It
should be recognized that American interests
are supplying a disproportionate share of the
oll required for the conduct of the war—
both upon the civillan and upon the fighting
fronts. The situation with respect to 100-
octane aviation gasoline is a good case in
point. I believe it will be shown ultimately
that we are putting up 95 percent of the avia-
tion gasoline which is being used to blast
the Hitlers and the Tojos off the map.

While recognizing the disparity in the rela-
tive oil contributions of ourselves and the
British, it would be unfortunate if this should
give rise to the implication that the British
are not supplying their fair share of the petro-
leum that is needed for the war program, or
that they are not furnishing all that they
could. For such an implication would not be
Justified in the light of all of the facts.

The truth is that American and British oil
resources have been employed jointly from
the beginning of hostilities. Our plans have
been developed in close collaboration and
with a view to making the most effective use
of the available oil and facilities, wherever
located and regardless of ownership. The
Eritish and the American contributions may
have been unequal, but they have not been
inequitable,

It is first necessary to understand that for
the fulfillment of the petroleum program we
have had to depend for the most part upon
existing facilities in various parts of the world
for the production, processing, and delivery
of petroleum and its products. Undeveloped
oll reserves play no part in the present strug-
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gle. The war cannot be won with oil in the
ground—the only oll that counts is that which
can be produced, refined, and shipped to the
places where it is needed. With respect to
the latter, when the war started companies
under American control had a far greater ca-
pacity than did those under British control,
and this fact accounts for the much larger
volume of products that have had to be
supplied by us.

If we had had the necessary time and
materials we might have been able to drill
wells and construct new pipe-line, refinery,
and terminal facilities, as well as tankers,
which would have enabled the British to
draw more heavily upon their reserves and
so supply a larger part of the petroleum
products needed for war. But we had
neither, and so the expansion of plant ca-
pacity had to be confined to only the most
essential installations, such as 100-octane
gasoline plants. Some of those were built
in British-controlled areas, but only in the
United States did we have the required vol-
umes of speclal charging stocks which had
to come from existing refineries, and only here
could the additional capacity bé installed
with a minimum of risk and delay and with
the most efficlent use of critical materials
and equipment.

The oil fields of Iran, which are under
British control, have been and are being

- produced at the highest feasible rate in view

of the necessity of operating the connected
refineries in such a manner as to produce
the maximum amount of war products, In
other areas where British companies are
operating, either independently or in partner-

. ship with American interests, they are also

fulfilling completely their ehare of the world
oil program by producing and refining all
that they can, subject only to the physical
limitations of available facilities. i

It is true that the use of middle eastern
oll was restricted somewhat during the period
when the Mediterranean was unsafe for tank-
ers and when our Allied tanker fleet was
dangerously inadequate. Since ships and
time were scarce, we had to move all of the
oil that we could from the nearest source of
supply. In the case of north Africa and Eng-
land that nearest source was the east coast
of the United States. However, during this
entire period the British-controlled refineries
were operating in such a way as to produce
for the joint use of themselves and their
allles the maximum possible quantity of criti-
cally needed war products, such as aviation
gasoline and high octane gasoline for military
vehicles. As a necessary corollary to the pro-
duction of these materials fuel oil was pro-
duced in these British refineries in greater
volume than could be hauled away at the
time.

With more tankers available today, we are
able to use more oil from these foreign
sources—British oil and American oil as well—
though not as much as both we and the
British would like to see supplied from these
sources, As materials can be made available,
it is hoped that the necessary pipe line and
refinery capacity can be installed so that the
British oil reserves may be drawn upon to a
greater degree. Plans to this end are now
under way and it will be a matter of great
satisfaction to me when the time comes that
the heavy drain upon American reserves may
be offset by correspondingly greater with-
drawals from Britich resources.

There is little enough oil left in the West-
ern Hemisphere, and in the United States in
particular, even though it be measured in
terms of a good many billions of barrels.
Our reserves in this country have a relatively
ehort life expectancy of 14 years, and it is up
to us to look to the conservation and prudent
use of what we have left. But we are now
at war and at such a time we cannot afford
to be penny wise and pound foolish. If we
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are able to supply oil—or any other essential
munition of war—in greater measure than
our allies can match, and with greater speed,
surely we should not hold back, We are
joined in a common cause, and any inequality
in the present contribution of the partners is
a matter that may well be put aside for some
eventual balancing of the books,
Sincerely yours,
Harorp L, ICKES,
Petroleum Administrator for War.

TI'ollowing the insertion of that letter
and the article from the recent issue of
the Petroleum Engineer, I also request
unanimous consent to have printed at
this point in the REcorp, as a part of my
remarks, an article by Secretary Ickes,
entitled “We Need A Policy,” published in
last Sunday’s Washington Post.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

WE NEED A PoLicy—ICKES STRESSES UNITED
StaTES PosT-WAR OIL NEEDS

(By Harold L. Ickes)

Tell me the sort of agreement that the
United Nations will reach with respect to the
world’s petroleum resources when the war is
over, and I will undertake to analyze the dura-
bility of the peace that is to come,

Let us make no mistake about it—the ac-
cessibility of oil to the nations that want it
after the war is going to be one of the most
important and knotty problems that the
Allies will have to face,

‘We furnished 80 percent of the petroleum
that was used In winning World War No. 1,
and I believe it will be shown ultimately that
we are putting up 95 percent of the aviation
gasoline which is being used to blast the
Hitlers and the Tojos from their strongholds
and the Quislings from their burrows. .

It did not take so much oil to win the First
World War, and at that time we were still
comforting ourselves with the assurance that
“we have more oil than the rest of the world
together.” Fortunately, we have been awak-
ened, even if rudely, from that enervating
delusion. We know now that we are passing
over the threshold from an oil-exporting na-
tion to an oll-importing one.

UNITED STATES STILL HAS OIL

The United States, of course, will continue
for many years to be important as a producer
of oil. Any country that has 20,000,000,000
barrels of proven oil inside of her cannot be
counted out in the near future. And it is
reasonable to expect that we shall continue to
discover new oll pools, perhaps even substan=
tial ones.

Nevertheless, America’s crown, symbolizing
supremacy as the oil empire of the world, is
sliding down over one eye, for the obvious
reasons that our development has been much
more intense than that of any other country
and that consumption has been outdistanc-
ing our new discoveries. We have been, in
other words, living on our fat. -

The United States has been the oil center
of the world—not because there has been
more oil here than elsewhere, or because we
have more than all of the rest of the world
combined, but because we have had the enter~
prise, the technical genius, and the resource-
fulness to produce it.

‘We have also been using it faster on high-
ways and railroads, and in ships, planes,
homes, and factories—so fast, indeed, as to be
prodigal, Although we shall continue to meet
civilian and industrial requirements after the
war; even though they are sure to be greater
than we have ever known them, the American
oil industry will gradually but inevitably mi-
grate abroad. The capital of the oil empire
is on the move to the Middle East—to the
Persian Gulf and countries adjacent thereto,
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such as Arabia, Iraq, Iran, Kuwait, Bahrein,
and perhaps even Afghanistan. Nor is it
traveling on a camel.

MUST GO WHERE SUFPLY IS

If we are to maintain and extend our gaso-
line civilization we must be prepared to go
where gasoline is to be had. I am speaking
objectively, not imperialistically, and with the
fixed convictlon that the petroleum of the
world, as with all other great natural re-
sources, belongs to the people of the world on
some basis that will be equitable, considering
all of the cireumstances,

As Petroleum Administrator, I can say
authoritatively that the petroleum which lies
within our continental limits cannot be de-
pended upon to supply us forever, or even
for long. On the contrary, we cannot be
certain that our known reserves have a rela-
tively short life expectancy of 14 years and
it is up to us to take out some form of mu-
tual insurance. Fourteen years are little
enough in the life of an individual; in the life
of a nation they are as a short click at the
hand of a telegrapher.

If I may suggest—again ronimperialisti-
cally—the kind of insurance we ought to
have, it is that Uncle Sam formulate and
adopt a forelgn oil policy consistent with our
democratic principles and with due regard to
the just claims of others. John Bull has
been doing this for a long time, with striking
benefits both to himself and to the British
oil industry.

SHOULD EE REIMBEURSED

In view of the alarming rate at which our
petroleum reserve position is being weakened
by the abnormal drain due to our own and
other Allied milltary demands, it has been
suggested in some guarters that it might
help to balance our petroleum budget if, at
the end of hostilities, we were to be reim-
bursed in kind from reserves which have not
taken the punishment that our own have.

So badly has our natural crude supply been
hit that there can be no doubt as to our
future dependence upon imports or synthetic
production. Repayment in kind would ease
the pressure, which is certain to increase as
known reserves decrease and demand shows
no signs of falling off.

One of our very first undertakings ought
to be to store in this country vast quantities
of crude and even, if necessary, of refined
products. We should store underground
where possible and aboveground where neces-

. This is not only a practical measure,
it will be an urgewt thing to-do as soon as
peace comes, We shall be carelessly exposing
ourselves to grave risks unless we build up
and maintain reserves that will last at least
20 years, regardless of what the demands may
be. We can all remember the day when we
had known estimated reserves for 20 years,
and we have anxiously learned how rapidly
a supply of even that amount can be dimin-
ished.

So far as oil is concerned, the United States,
Great Britain, Russia, and China should mu-
tually covenant: (1) to share as a post-war
responsibility the rehabilitation of war dam-
age to oil facilities in all parts of the world,
including Russia, the Dutch East Indlies, Ru-
mania, ete.; (2) to make oil supplies avail-
able upon fair and equitable terms to all
nations and peoples; and (3) to forbid oil
supplies to any natlon which. violates the
basic principles of international law as de-
fined by the United Natlons at the peace
table.

ADMINISTRATION ACTING

Naturally, the Administration in Washing-
ton is keenly aware that the day is rapidly
approaching when this Government must
take more than a casual interest in foreign
fields where concessions are or may be ac-
quired by American interests.

If the British oil industry and the Eritish
CGovernment are satisfied with an arrange-
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ment that protects the oil interests and as-
sures the British Government of oll when
it needs it the most, why might it not be
possible to work out an equally advantageous
understanding between the American Gov-
ernment and the American oil industry
wherever it seems to be to thelr mutual in-
terest?

This is the question that we are asking our-
selves. 1t has been carefully pondered to the
extent that the Petroleum Reserve Corpora=
tion, a Government agency, was born a few
months ago—born but not yet weaned. Its
officers are the Secretary of State, the Secre-
tary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, the
Secretary of the Interior, and the Admin=-
istrator of the Foreign Economic Administra-
tion. The Secretary of the Interior is the
president of the Corporation.

The Petroleum Reserve Corporation will
attempt to explore and encourage the na-
tional interests of the United States in the
petroleum flelds of the world where private
industry is willing to go, and to propose safe-
guards for those interests.

Mr. MEAD. Mr, President, from that
article, I desire to read a few excerpts
which are both timely and apropos:

The United States, of course, will continue
for many years to be important as a pro-
ducer of oil. Any country that has 20,000,-
000,000 barrels of proven oil inside of her
cannot be counted out in the near future.
And it is reasonable to expect that we shall
continue to discover mew oil pools, perhaps
even substantial ones,

L L R Ll *

The United States has been the oil cen-
ter of the world—not because there has been
more oil here than elsewhere, or because we
have more than all of the rest of the world
combined, but because we have had the en-
terprise, the technical genius, and the re-
sourcefulness to produce it. y

We have also been using it faster on high-
ways and rallroads, and in ships, planes,
homes, and factories—so fast, indeed, as to
be prodigal. Although we shall continue to
meet civillan and industrial requirements
after the war, even though they are sure to
be greater than we have ever known them,
the American oil industry will gradually but
inevitably migrate abroad. The capital of
the oil empire is on the move to the Middle
East—to the Persian Gulf and countries ad-
jacent thereto, such as Arabia, Iraq, Iran,
EKuwait, Bahrein, and perhaps even Afghan-
istan. Nor.is it traveling on a camel.

- L] L] L] L

If I may suggest—again nonimperialistic-
ally—the kind of insurance we ought to have,
is that Uncle Sam formulate and adopt a
foreign oil policy consistent with our dem-
ocratic principles and with due regard to
the just claims of others. John Bull has
been doing this for a long time, with strik-
ing benefits both to himself and to the Brit-
ish oil industry.

SHOULD BE REIMBURSED

In view of the alarming rate at which our
petroleum reserve position is being weak-
ened by the abnormal drain due to our own
and other Allied military demands, it has
been suggested in some quarters that it
might help to balance our petroleum budget
if, at the end of hostilities, we were to be
reimbursed in kind from reserves which have
not taken the punishment that our own
have,

So badly has our natural crude supply
been hit that there can be no doubt as to
our future dependence upon imports or syn-
thetic production. Repayment. in kind
would ease the pressure, which is certain to
increase as known reserves decrease and de-
mand shows no signs of falling off.

One of our very first undertakings ought
to be to store in this country vast quantities
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of crude and even, if necessary, of refined
products, We should store underground
where possible and above ground where nec-
essary. This Is not only a practical measure,
1t will be an urgent thing to do as soon as
peace comes. We shall be carelessly exposing
ourselves to grave risks unless we build up
and maintain reserves that will last at least
20 years, regardless of what the demands may
be., We can all remember the day when we
had known estimated reserves for 20 years,
and we have anxiously learned how rapidly
& supply of even that amount can be dimin-
ished.

Bo far as oil is concerned, the United States,
Great Britain, Russia, and China should mu-
tually covenant: (1) to share as a post-war
responsibility the rehabilitation of war dam-
age to oil facilities in all parts of the world,
including Russia, the Dutch East Indies, Ru-
mania, etc.; (2) to make oil supplies avail-
able upon fair and equitable terms to all
nations and peoples; and (3), to forbid oil
supplies to any nation which violates the
basic principles of international law as de-
fined by the United Nations at the peace
table.

ADMINISTRATION ACTING

Naturally, the administration in Washing-
ton is keenly aware that the day is rapidly
approaching when this Government must
take more than a casual interest in foreign
fields where concessions are or may be ac-
quired by American interests.

. L L] - -

The Petroleum Reserves Corporation will
attempt to explore and encourage the na-
tional interests of the United States in the
petroleum fields of the world where private
industry is willing to go, and to propose
safeguards for those interests.

I am pleased to learn of the enterprise
and activities of the Petroleum Reserves
Corporation and of the Secretary of the.
Interior, The subcommittee and the
Truman committee are now at work pre-
paring a report which will emphasize the
importance of petroleum, both now and
in the post-war period, and the necessity
for serious and immediate consideration
of a petroleum policy on the part of the
Congress, so that the known reserves of
the world, particularly those in which
we have interests, may be developed
along democratic lines, as indicated in
the statement published in the press re-
cently, emanating from the Secretary of
the Interior.

To my way of thinking, Mr. President,
with the coming emphasis on aviation,
the adoption of a permanent petroleum
policy by the United States Congress is
of vital and immediate importance. To
my mind also, we have neglected this
problem, which should have recom-
mended itself immediately after World
War No. 1 had concluded. Therefore,
the delay of the past 25 years, which has
been a serious one, should prompt us to
expedite the formation of a policy which
will relieve the strain on hemispherical
petroleum supplies and permit us to par-
ticipate with other nations in the known
petroleum reserves of other parts of the
world.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President; will the
Senator yield?

Mr, MEAD. I yield.

Mr. LODGE. I am in complete agree-
ment with what I have heard of the
speech of the Senator from New York.
As one of those who have interested
themselves in the oil situation, I am
grateful that he has shown such industry
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and interest in making this contribution.
It cannot be too greafly stressed.

I should like to ask him whether he
end the subcommittee of which he is a
member intend to explore the question
of Government cooperation and assist-
ance to Americans who are seeking to
develop oil resources for us in foreign
countries.

Mr. MEAD. That is a very appropriate
question, and one which in my judgment
is vitally important in any approach to
the solution of this problem. We are
going to hear from the representatives
of American interests before we con-
clude our report. We are going to hear
from those in charge of the official agen-
cies which have to do with petroleum.
Furthermore, before we finish our report,
I hope it will embrace suitable recom-
mendations for the consideration of a
policy by the Congress which will include
the thought just expressed by my dis-
tinguished colleague from Massachusetts.

Mr. LODGE. I am very glad to hear
that statement, because, as the Senator
very well knows, since he and I were to-
gether at the time, in the case of Great
Britain there is a very close working re-
lationship between the Government and
individual oil men in the foreign field,
which has been very beneficial to Great
Britain and to the oil industry. I am
glad to hear the Senator say that his
committee is going to hear testimony
from our oil men and from representa=
tives of our Petroleum Reserves Corpora-
tion. I wish him success in working out
the problem.

Mr., MEAD. I appreciate the interest
of my colleague, because I know that he
realizes the importance of the problem.
I am sure that with his interest, we shall

be able to effectuate a’ policy which will |

be helpful to the United States Govern-

ment and beneficial to those who are.

concerned in the development of re-
sources abroad in which we have an
equity.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The routine
morning business is concluded.

INVESTIGATION OF THE NATIONAL DE-
FENSE PROGRAM—TRANSPORTATION
(PT. 13 OF REPT. NO. 10)

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I now ask
unanimous consent to submit a report
from the Truman committee on the
question of transportation.

The VICE PRESIDENT, Without
objection, the Senator from New York
may proceed.

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, first of all,
I wish to say to my colleagues that the
Truman committee has devoted consid-
erable time to the question of trans-
portation, That question is of vital in-
terest to several committees of the Sen-
ate, including the Committee on Com-
merce and the Committee on Interstate
Commerce. Ofher committees have
made notable contributions since the be-
ginning of the emergency in the way of
legislation for the improvement of our
transportation facilities.

The province of the Truman commit-
tee does not interfere with the activities
of the several committees which I have
mentioned. Within its scope come all

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

activities included in the Nation’s war
effort, and such transportation facilities
as are necessary to improve and expedite
the delivery of material, supplies, and
equipment vitally necessary for our Na-
tion’s war effort. I trust that the report
which I shall submit will be read by
every Member of the Senate, for I am
sure that Senators will find a great many
constructive suggestions in the report,
and that the report will be the forerun-
ner of an improved policy affecting
transportation and transportation facili-
ties generally. As chairman of the Sub-
committee on Transportation of the
Truman committee, I shall file this re-
port with the Senate today.

The importance of transportation to
the war effort cannot be overempha-
sized. War materials and essential
civilian goods must be transported dur-
ing every stage of their development
from the raw materials in the ground
through manufacturing and distributing
facilities to the point of final consump-
tion. This is indeed a gigantic task.

At the beginning of the war the United
States had the finest transportation sys-
tem in the world. It consisted of a
vast and intricate maze of railroads,
air lines, highways for trucks and busses,
water routes for barges and ships, and
pipe lines for gas and petroleum prod-
ucts. Without this magnificent trans-
portation system it would have been im-
possible for us to accomplish the miracles
of production that have been performed.

When the German submarines sunk
our ships and it became necessary to
throw upon the railroads the overland
movement of oil and other shipments
theretofore carried by our coastwise and
intercoastal shipping, Goebbels chortled
gleefully that transportation would be
the Achilles heel of the United States.

Goebbels was wrong. Our transporta-
tion system has carried an enormously
greater amount of traffic than had ever
before been thought possible. It has
done so despite steadily diminishing fa-
cilities, the loss of our coastwise water
routes, and our sources of rubber, pri-
marily by working harder and using
equipment more efficiently,. Manage-
ment and labor of transportation agen-
cies and the shippers deserve commen-
dation,

But the war is not over, and the vol-
ume of traffic to be handled in 1944 is
expected to exceed substantially the rec-
ord-breaking volume handled in 1943. In
the case of many transportation services,
the volume estimated for 1944 is deter-
mined not by the demand but by the
estimated limit of capacity. It is vitally
important that the transportation sys-
tem be not permitted to break down.
The results of any such break-down
would be far reaching and might be dis-
astrous. It would take from 6 months to
a year or more to produce and put into
operation the new facilities which would
correct the break-down. For these rea-
sons, the committee was of the opinion
that the subject of transportation re-
quired an investigation to make certain
that in the press of other war activities
we would not neglect our transportation
facilities beyond a safe point. Locomo-
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tives, freight and passenger cars, rails,
trucks, busses, and tires wear out. We
must be prepared either to replace them
or to do without the transportation
which they could provide.

The committee has found that addi-
tional conservation of transportation is
possible particularly if the public under-
stands the seriousness of the situation
and gives its wholehearted cooperation.
But, by and large, the savings through
further conservation of transportation
facilities, although substantial, will be
relatively small and not sufficient to off-
set the need for additional transportation
equipment.

Just as in the case of farm equipment,
which was investigated by the committee
in the latter part of 1942, the committee
found that the manufacture of trans-
portation equipment was being neglected
in favor of the manufacture of war ma-
tériel. To some extent this was neces-
sary, and it was also natural because the
need of war matériel is more readily ap-
parent, The significance of transporta-
tion and maintenance of food production,
even in total war, is less conspicuous.

However, the committee is pleased to
be able to report that during its investi=
gation of transportation, many impor=
tant steps have been taken to provide
additional new transportation equip=
ment. This indicates an increased ap-
preciation of the essentiality of trans-
portation service. Barring unforeseen
developments, these steps, and others
which the committee has been assured
will be taken, should avoid any break-
down or substantial diminution of essen=
tial transportation. But further and
constant attention should be given to
the problem if we expect the transporta=-
tion system to be adequate to meet all
the important demands our war effort
will make upon it in 1944, :

The production of locomotives during
the first 9 months of this year was sub-
stantially below schedule, but this has
been rectified. Recently, provision was
made for the manufacture of additional
freight cars. Still mbre are needed.

Practically no new trucks have been
produced for our trucking industry since
1941, and the need for repair parts as
vehicles wore out became very great,
The committee found that adequate sup-
plies of parts were not being produced
because of the low priority assigned to
them as compared to the priority for
production of military matériel. This
has now been changed, and parts for
medium and heavy civilian trucks are
given the same priority as parts for mili-
tary trucks, although parts for light
trucks and passenger cars still have an
inferior priority.

Similarly, the committee found that
even the small quantities of new trucks
authorized for replacement purposes
were not being manufactured because of
the higher priorities assigned to trucks
for military use. In 1941, 576,000 new
trucks were required for replacement
needs alone. Only 7,500 trucks were to
be manufactured for civilian use during
the last half of 1943, and only 19,218
during the first half of 1944, Despite




1943 ' :

these small numbers and the great need
for replenishment, the committee found
that unless prompf action were taken
the manufacture of the 7,500 trucks for
1943 would not be completed until June
1944 and that it was doubtful that the
19,218 trucks would be completed by the
end of 1944.

At the same time, for our armies and
those of our allies, the War Department
had requested the production of 742,000
trucks in 1944 in addition to the more
than 600,000 trucks estimated to be pro-
duced in 1943 for military service, and
the additional hundreds of thousands of
military trucks produced for us and our
allies in prior years.

Lend-Lease had requested more than
52,000 trucks, and the Office of Economic
Warfare asked for 15,000. The commit-
tee called attention to the serious situa-
tion with respect to trucks for our motor-
transport industry, and on November 2,
1943, lend-lease requirements were re-
duced by more than 50 percent, the Office
of Economic Warfare by 36 percent, and
the War Department by 3 percent, and
the 1944 truck production for domestic
use was increased from 19,218 for the
first 6 months to 81,000 for the entire
year. Priority equal to military produc-
tion was accorded to civilian trucks.
This is an improvement. Yet produc-
tion will not be sufficient to furnish
needed replacements. The committee
does not want to take even the slightest
risk of impeding the progress of the war
by insisting upon the reduction of what
might prove to be unnecessarily large
requests by the War Department for
trucks; but the committee has pointed
out to the War Department the great
need for trucks in the domestic motor-
transport industry, which is so essential
to military preduction. The committee
has requested that the War Department
itself subject its new-truck program to
the most rigorous scrutiny. The com-
mittee will also inquire as to the War
Department’s plans for improving the
efficiency of utilization of the trucks it
has already acquired for noncombat pur-
poses.

Also, trucks cannot run without tires,
and the situation with respect to heavy-
duty truck and bus tires is extremely
critical. This is due to the constantly
increasing requests of the War Depart-
ment for new trucks, and to the fact
that we have not yet learned how to
make heavy-duty truck tires of synthetic
rubber, whether rayon or cotion cord is
used, equal in performance to natural-
rubber truck tires. This presents an ad-
ditional and formidable reason for the
commitiee’s recommendation that the
War Department subject its estimates of
truck requirements for 1944 to the most
rigorous scrutiny,

Similarly, the air lines are suffering
from lack of equipment. In May 1942,
the military services acquired approxi-
mately half of the 324 planes then owned
by the air lines. The air lines increased
their efficiency by operating planes in
excess of 11 hours a day instead of 8, and
carrying loads more nearly approaching
total capacity.
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These efficiencies enabled the air lines
in the year ending June 30, 1943, with
only about 170 planes, to handle almost
as many passenger-miles and a far great-
er quantity of mail, express, and excess
baggage than they had handled in the
preceding year with 324 planes. The air
lines deserve great credit for this mag-
nificent achievement. However, addi-
tional air transportation is needed, and
the committee has recommended to the
Army and Navy that some of the planes
taken from the air lines be returned to
them as rapidly as possible. Up to De-
cember 1, 1943, only 20 planes had been
returned to the air lines, 6 of which were
replacements for destroyed planes.
Seven additional planes are now in
the process of being returned. More
should be returned as soon as it is
possible to do so, especially as neither
the War Department nor the Navy
Department can show a record of using
the planes allocated to them with
efficiency comparable to that of the air
lines. Although this should not be the
sole or controlling factor, it is very im-
portant and should be given most care-
ful consideration before transport planes
are assigned to other uses where the effi-
ciency factor will be substantially less,

To summarize, our transportation sys-
tem requires new facilities and equip-
ment, and it is extremely important that
action be taken far enough in advance to
insure that the new facilities and equip-
ment will be available when they will be
required. Substantial progress has been
made in this direction, especially during
the last few months, but further and
constant attention to the problem is re-
quired.

Mr. President, what I have said is in
substance a summary of the subcommit-
tee’s report. The complete report I now
send to the desk and ask that it be
printed, and I trust that it will be read
by every Member of the Senate:

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the report submitted by the Sen-
ator from New York will be printed.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, I de-
sire to speak on the report submitted by
the Senator from New York,

My, President, as a member of the Tru-
man committee, I desire to make a few
observations about the report on trans-
portation which has just been presented
to the Senate by the junior Senator from
New York [Mr. MEan].

During the course of this investigation
and the preparation of this report I have
had occasion to take part in some of the
inquiries and to observe the pregress of
the study.

Transportation, of course, is an ex-
tremely large subject, and it was obvious
that the committee could not explore all
of its fields in the time and with the staff
at its disposal, and therefore the com-
mittee restricted its attention to matters
concerned with transportation which had
a direct and substantial relation to the
adequacy of the system to carry essential
traffic during the war.

In a sense the committee has been
concerned with transportation since it
was first appointed, now nearly 3 years
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ago, because transportation is involved
in practically every other activity, and
many industries are not only affected by
it but produce materials and components
on which transportation facilities de-
pend.

The specific investigation of transpor-
tation as a subject in itself, however, has
been in progress for over 6 months and
has involved exploring many matters not
even referred to in the report. Some of
these, of course, were of a type which
in the judgment of the committee were
not related to the war effort directly
enough to require discussion.

There is a great field for improvement
in transportation to which our attention
should be directed when peacetime ac-
tivities can again be resumed and con-
cerning which there are many problems,
both governmental and operative, which
will have to be worked out. An example
of one improvement which could be
made is the tremendous saving and
economy that could be achieved through
closer coordination of our various forms
of transportation, through such meas-
ures as unit packaging, transshipment,
and the establishment- of joint rates.
The problems to be solved in achieving
this .improvement are tremendous but
not insuperable, and they must be solved
with fairness and equity to all con-
cerned, and in such a way as to preserve
in its full vigor our competitive system of
free enterprise.

While, of course, improvement in uti-
lization of transportation facilities is
most necessary to the war effort, im-
provement in the type of coordination I
have referred to could be obtained only
after extensive study and by the use of
materials and facilities which are now
fully absorbed by direct and immediate
war demands.

Another example of a study in which
I participated but which is not referred
to in the report is the subject of the
Army’s spare parts procurement policies
and practices. At a private hearing in
Detroit the committee was told that by
reducing the list of spare parts bought-
for anticipated first-year replacement
needs concurrently with the purchase of
the vehicle itself and by buying other
parts directly from their actual manu-
facturer rather than through the assem-
bler of the vehicle, a saving of a billion
dollars annually would be made. The
question, of course, naturally arises why
such savings could not have been
achieved earlier. Making due allowances
for the fact that the Army grew tremen-
dously in a very short period of time and
did not in the earlier stages of the war
possess the staffs and the eXperience
which it now possesses, still a much more
businesslike job of acquiring replacement
parts should have been done.

By buying replacement parts from the
vehicle manufacturer it is true that the
Army was able to take advantage of the
vehicle manufacturer’'s procurement, en-
gineering, and inspection staffs, plus
whatever value might be realized from
the vehicle manufacturer standing be-
hind his product. But the Army lost
through that practice the advantage of
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economy and usefulness which result
from full information as to parts that are
interchangeable. .
Many vehicle manufacturers buy
many of their component parts from a
common source. If the Army had
bought its parts from that same source
it would have been able simultaneously

to ascertain the extent to which those

parts were interchangeable. The unit
manufacturer’s part number would have
identified the part, or in the case where
many unit manufacturers produced an
identical part proper notation of that
fact could also have been made. Full
interchangeability information renders
the parts more useful since the same
stock of parts can service more vehicles,
The imporiance of this fact alone at a
time when shipping facilities to front
line combat areas were very short be-
cause of the rate of sinkings cannot be
overemphasized, nor can an accurate ap-
praisal be made of the effect of the lack
of it upon the progress of the war,

The committee was informed that
steps have been and are being taken to
improve the use of parts through the de-
velopment of interchangeability infor-
mation, and the committee is following
the progress that is being made. At the
same time it is regretted that the policies
and practices established by the War
Department were such that earlier ad-
vantage could not be taken of the econ-
omies and efficiencies which would have
resulted from a more businesslike
method of buying.

Because of the nature of the subject,
which called for a great variety of minor
investigations and assembly of statistics
and reports from Government agencies
and transportation trade associations
and individuals, no public hearings on
transportation and comparatively few
private hearings were held.

As to the report itself, there are a few
matters which I should like to mention
specifically:

I come from a State where motor-
vehicle production has its center and
where manufacturing plants and war
workers are especially dependent upon
rubber-borne transportation for the
continvance of the splendid production
record they have made.

Motor-carrier transportation is essen-
tial to the war production of Detroit and
other Michigan cities, primarily because
the industries in Detroit and our other
cities use a type of operation called pro-
gressive manufacture. By that it is
meant that raw materials are shunted
around from one subcontractor to an-
other until finally-fashioned into a fin-
ished product. For example, the Chrys-
ler tank is said to embody materials from
3,000 subcontractors, and those subcon-
tractors for the most part are located
either in Detroit or within 300 or 400
miles from Detroit. The materials must
be fed into the production lines to meet
the schedules. There is no bank of parts
or materials. They must arrive approxi-
mately at the time they are to be used.
Detroit is noted for not using the old
flour-bin method of preduction. To
build up a bank of materials now would
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not only be expensive but would absorb
manpower, materials, and facilities, and
would retard production.

Progressive manufacturing is a device
that grew out of the production of auto-
mobiles. It started more than 20 years
ago. I think that W. C. Cowling, of Ford
Motor Co., was the first man who thought
of letting transportation agencies take
care of the inventory. That method has
proved very efficient, That is one of the
reasons why Detroit and Michigan are
able to produce the tremendous volume
they now turn out. Detroit is more ad-
vanced in this respect than many other
industrial areas. Our plants are built on
that basis. That is why there is not any
storage space at the ends of the produc-
tion lines that would permit taking care
of the materials if they could be main-
tained. It is a hand to mouth existence
in manufacturing.

Here is an example of Detroit’s de-
pendence on truck transportation. The
truck schedule from the Cleveland area
is 10 to 12 hours,. The railroad schedule
from Cleveland into Detroit is about 3
days. We simply cannot afford to rely
on railroad transportation for many ma-
terials we get from Cleveland. For some
of the heavy basic materials, it is neces-
sary to use rail. Coal, lumber, and some-
times steel come from great distances
and move prineipally by raii. But, in
general, if highway carriers are not
available to. keep up the flow of com-
ponents, the production lines shut down
and all the men who come to work that
day are sent home. Production hours
are lost.

That, Mr. President, is why T am so
concerned about the slowness of the
program to provide replacements of
equipment for the motor carriers.

The industries in Detroit, in 1940, see-
ing the war coming on for the United
States, made a rather extensive survey
and came to the conclusion that Detroit
would not be tied up for iransportation
as it had been in the last war, when
from 1917 through 1921 the area was
intermittently under embargo. This
conclusion was based partly on the im-
proved condition of the railroad plants

and the know-how the railroads had

gained and partly upon the knowledge
that we had a reservoir of transporta-
tion that we did not have in the other
war, composed of the fleets of trucks in
the area. We said: “We manufacture
transportation and we can also produce
enough to take care of our needs,” but
we found that the stopping of the pro-
duction of trucks for civilian use partly
destroyed that reservoir and now if
they are not going to supply the for-hire
carriers with sufficient parts and new
equipment, the reservoir will dry up.

In this war, assembly lines have been
extended, and what is true of Detroit
and other Michigan cities is, in a sense,
true of the entire country, namely, that
the motortruck is an important part of
the conveyor belt of industry. I might
mention as an example the fact that the
B-24 Liberators rolling off the end of
the assembly line at Tulsa, Okla., have
traveled over 1,000 miles in the progress
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of their assembly. Main components
fabricated at Willow Run are loaded in
trailers and hauled by truck all the way
to Tulsa, where they are assembled into
a finished plane.

Even if this method of manufacture
were not the most efficient and €conom-
ical, we have little choice at this stage
but to continue it, because reverting to
the “flour-bin” method of manufactur-
ing would involve the building up of
substantial inventories at all the points
of production where the progressive
method of manufacture was being dis-
continued, Building up such inven-
tories would involve excessive amounts
of materials, manpower, and facilities
which we do not have. The same sys-
tem of small inventories will at the close
of this war save our taxpayers millions
of dollars in the termination of war
contracts, and that is why we must
support it by sufficient trucking equip-
ment.

For these reasons I have desired to
call attention particularly to the com-
mittee's observations and recommenda-
tions in the motor-transport section of
the report concerning the need for re-
placement parts, new trucks, and busses,
tires, and speed.

Not only do I approve of the state-
ments in the report with regard to re-
placement parts, but I believe that one
of them should be emphasized, that is,
the need of providing sufficient parts so
that farmers and war workers will be
able t0 maintain the vehicles upon
which they are so dependent. Ithink the
rating for parts for automobiles and light
trucks should be equal to military pro-
duction, not alone because interchange-
ability as to many of the parts with the
heavier trucks renders it wise to sched-
ule the entire anticipated production of
parts as one run, but because it seems to
me that unless the farmer and the war
worker can carry on their activities, our
entire production, much of which is of
military articles, will surely suffer.

I also desire to say something about
the matter of speed limitation. Slowing
speed in our rubber-borne commercial
transportation arteries limits the service
they can render. The committee’s orig-
inal recommendation of a 40-mile limit
was confined to trucks and busses. Un=-
less reliable tests show substantially in-
creased tire wear at the higher rate, I
recommend strongly that it be permitted.

With respect to the section on tires, I
should like to add that the figures in-
cluded in the report as to requirements
and production capacity, based on infor-
mation recently furnished to the com-
mittee by the Office of the Rubber Di-
rector, are substantially different from
those furnished in the report of the Rub-
ber Director’s office on October 25, 1943,
only 7 weeks ago. In that report the
total truck and bus tire reguirements
were stated at over 22,000,000, being
1,000,000 more tires than the figure of
21,000,000 given to the committee last
week, The estimate of the capacity of
production facilities given in the October
25 report was approximately 15,000,000,
or 3,000,000 less than the more recent
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and more optimistic estimate given the
committee. Based on the October 25 re-
port, therefore, the deficiency in truck
and bus tires would have been 7,000,000,
or almost one-third of the total require-
ments, whereas on the figures received
last week the deficiency is only 3,000,000,
or one-seventh of the total requirements.
Although, no doubt, the Rubber Direc-
tor's change of estimates is based upon
his familiarity with the whole tire-pro-
duction situation, the October 25 report
represents a much more serious situa-
lion than the later figures indicate,

Furthermore, we have a very impor-
tant unknown factor which affects the
reliability of either set of figures. That
factor is that no one, including the Rub-
ber Director and the tire manufacturers,
apparently knows just how good the syn-
thetic heavy-duty truck and bus tire is
going to be.

In this connection I should like to read
to the Senate a passage from the testi-
mony of the Deputy Rubber Director be-
fore the committee on Thursday, Decem-
ber 9, 1943:

Mr. Tomprins. Are you referring to the
quality of a synthetic tire? :

Benator Fercuson. Yes. We had some evi-
dence here this morning that we expected
some trouble.

Mr. Tompxins., We may have trouble. Bear
in mind, your truck and bus tires are not
made of synthetic rubber yet in the larger
sizes.

Senator Fercusow. No; but, as I under-
stand it, we are going to start about mid-
year to do it.

Mr, TomprINs. And by that time it is our
hope and belief that the manufacturers will
have learned how to make a tire that is sat-
isfactory out of synthetic rubber. If they
don't, then we will have to find some other
way of doing it.

An important decision awaits the
American public on large truck tires. If
we are successful in manufacturing them
with a greater percentage of synthetic
rubber as soon as expected by the Rub-
ber Director, we should be able to get
over the hump. But in the meantime it
is well for us to have in mind the neces-
sity of recapping all our present tires
before they are worn to the point where
they cannot be recapped, and of conserv-
ing all our tires through frequent inspec-
tion, proper inflation, easier starting and
stopping, slow speed on curves and in
turning corners, proper wheel alinement,
and all other methods of preventive
maintenance.

I want to add this about air lines. The
war has proved the airplane to be a most
vital part of our transportation system,
for many times it is speed that counts.
The air lines have done a magnificent
job in carrying the trafiic they have han-
dled with the equipment they have been
permitted to retain. No other form of
transport has experienced so great an
actual loss of equipment because of being
needed for direct military use, as have
the air lines. Certainly if the need for
military transport planes will permit it,
we ought to turn back to the air lines
more of the planes taken from them as
soon as we possibly can.

Soon the rate of plane production will
be such that 2 weeks’ production of
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transport planes of the type used by
the air lines will be sufficient to double
their present equipment. The air
services ought to consider seriously
whether the general transportation ben-
efit that would result from adding this
much, or some smaller amount, of
equipment to the air lines would be suffi-
ciently valuable to the war effort to jus-
tify modification of their procurement
program so as to obtain it.

I think we all realize that we owe a
debt of gratitude to our transportation
agencies, including both operators and
employees, for the way they have risen
to overcome the serious and unforeseen
obstacles which the war emergency has
thrust upon them. We should, however,
take all necessary steps to insure, be-
vond any doubt, that essential transpor=
tation service will be maintained. There-
fore, Mr, President, all our Government
agencies should, from time to time, re-
appraise their war requirements, so as to
release to civilian use any unneeded
manufacturing eapacity and manpower
for the purpose of improving our trans-
portation plant and the service it can
render to the country in time of war.

Mr., TRUMAN. Mr. President, I de-
sire to say that the report submitted by
the Senator from New York [Mr. MEAD]
and the Senator from Michigan [Mr.
FErGcUsoN] is the unanimous report of
the special committee and has the com-
plete endorsement of every member of.
that committee, I think the report is
a good one.

COURT REPORTERS IN THE UNITED
STATES DISTRICT COURTS

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
CHANDLER in the chair) laid before the
Senate a message from the House of
Representatives announcing its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate
to the bill (H. R. 3611) to authorize the
appointment of court reporters in the
district courts of the United States, to
fix their duties, to provide for their com-
pensation, and for other purposes, and
requesting a conference with the Sen-
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon.

Mr. VAN NUYS. I move that the Sen-
ate insist upon its amendment, agree to
the request of the House for a conference,
and that the Chair appoint the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. EKin-
GORE, Mr. McCarraN, and Mr. FERGUSON
conferees on the part of the Senate.
ELIMINATION OF PRIVATE SUITS ARISING

OUT OF FRAUDS AGAINST THE UNITED

STATES

Mr. VAN NUYS. Mr. President, I send
to the desk the conference report on
House bill 1203, an act to eliminate pri-
vate suits for penalties and damages
arising out of fraud against the United
States, and move that the Senate pro-
ceed to the immediate consideration of
the report.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
port will be read.

The re-
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The legislative clerk read the report,
as follows:

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
1203) entitled “An act to eliminate private
suits for penalties and damages arising out
of frauds against the United States,” having
met, after full and free conference, have
agreed to recommend and do recommend to
their respective Houses as follows:

Amendment numbered 1: That the House
recede from ifs disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to
the same with the following amendments:
In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted
by the Senate amendment numbered 1, in-
sert “A" after “Sgc. 3491"” on page 1, line 6;
of the House engrossed bill, and on page 2,
line 2, after “suit.” strike out the quotation
mark and insert the following:

“(B) Except as hereinafter provided, such
sult may be brought and carried on by any
person, as well for himself as for the United
States, the same shall be at the sole cost and
charge of such person, and shall be in the
name of the United Btates, but shall not be
withdrawn or discontinued without the con-
sent, in writing, of the judge of the court
and the district attorney, first filed in the
caset, setting forth their reasons for such con=
sent, :

“(C) Whenever any such suit shall be
brought by any person under clause (B)
notice of the pendency of such suit shall be
given to the United States by serving upon
the United States attorney for the district in
which such suit shall have been brought a
copy of the bill of complaint and by sending,
by registered mail, to the Attorney General
of the United States at Washington, District
of Columbia, a copy of such bill together
with a disclosure in writing of substantially
all evidence and information in his posses=
sion material to the effective prosecution of
such suit. The United States shall have sixty
days, after service as above provided, within
which to enter appearance in such suit. If
the United States shall fail, or decline in
writing to the court, during said period of
sixty days to enter any such suit, such per-
son may carry on such suit. If the United
States within sald period shall enter appear-
ance in such suit the same shall be carried
on solely by the United States. In carrying
on such suit the United States shall not be
bound by any action taken by the person
who brought it, and may proceed in all re-
spects as if it were Instituting the suit: Pro-
vided, That If the United States shall fail to
carry on such suit with due diligence within
a period of 6 months from the date of its ap-
pearance therein, or within such additional
time as the court after notice may allow, such
suit may be carried on by the person bring-
ing the same in accordance with clause (B)
above. The court shall have no jurisdiction
to proceed with any such suit brought under
clause (B) or pending suit brought under
section 3491 of the Revised Statutes when=
ever it shall be made to appear that such suit
was based upon evidence or information in
the possession of the United States, or any
agency, officer or employee thereof, at the
time such suit was brought: Provided, how-
ever, That no abatement shall be had as to a
suit pending at the effective date of this Act
if before such suit was filed such person had
in his possession and voluntarily disclosed to
the Attorney General substantial evidence
and information which was not theretofore
in the possession of the Department of Jus-
tice.

“(D) In any suit whether or not on appeal
pending at the effective date of this Act
brought under Revised Statutes, section 3491,
the court in which such suit is pending shall
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stay all further proceedings, ‘and shall forth-
with cause written notice, by registered mail,
to be given the Attorney General that such
suit is pending, and the Attormey General
ghall have sixty days from the date of such
notice to appear and carry.en such suit in
accordance with clause (C).

“{E) (1) In any such suit, If carried on by
the United States as herein provided, the
court may award to the person who brought
such suit, out of the proceeds of such suit or
any settlement of any claim involved therein,
which shall be collected, an amount which in
the judgment of the court is fair and reason-
able compensation to such person for dis-
closure of the information or evidence not
in the possession of the United States when
such suit was brought. Any such award shall
in no event exceed one-tenth of the proceeds
of such suit or any gettlement thereof.

“(2) In any such suit when not carried on
by the United States as herein provided,
whether heretofore or hereafter brought, the
court may award to the person who brought
such suit and prosscuted it to final judg-
ment, or to settlement, as provided In clause
(B), out of the proceeds of such suit or any
settlement of any claim involved therein,
which shall be collected, an amount, not in
€xcess of one-fourth of the proceeds of such
suit or any settlement thereof, which in the
judgment of the court is fair and reasonable
compensation to such person for the collec-
tion of any forfeiture and damages; and such
person shall. be entitled to receive to his own
use such reasonable expenses as the court
eghall find to have been necessarily incurred
and all costs the court may award against
the defendant, to be allowed and taxed ac-
cording to any provision of law or rule of
court in force, or that shall be in force in
sults between private parties in said court:
Provided, That such persotn shall be liable for
all costs incurred by himself in such case and
ghall have no claim therefor on the United
Btates,

“Sec. 2. Section 3483 of the Revised Stat-
utes (U. 8. C., title 31, sec. 234) is hereby re-
pealed.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 2: That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree
to the same.

Amendments numbered 3 and 4: That the
Benate recede from its amendments num-
bered 3 and 4.

Amendment to the title: That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate to the title of the bill,
and agree to the same.

FrEDERICK VAN NuUvys,
PAT MCCARRAN,
Joun A, DANAHER,
Muanagers on the part of the Senate.
Harron W. SUMNERS,
Francis E. WALTER,
k CrARENCE E. HANCOCK,
Managers on the part of the House,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the report?

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. - The
Chair is informed that the Senator from
Indiana moved that the Senate proceed
to consider the report. The question is
on the motion of the Senator from
Indiana. [Putting the question.] The
Chair is in doubt. Senators who favor
the motion will stand.

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I with-
draw my objection t6 consideration of
the report. I have no objection to its
consideration,
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there
is no objection, the report will be con-
sidered.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi-
dent, I understeod there was to be a vote
on the motion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those
opposed to the motion will stand. The
“gyes” have it, and the motion is
agreed to.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri.
absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk
will ecall the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to call
the roll, and called Mr., AIKEN’s name,

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Illinois desire to ask the
Chair a question?

Mr. LUCAS. I desire to ask the Sen-
ator from Indiana [Mr. Van Nuysl to
yield before he proceeds further.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi-
dent, I am opposed to taking up the con-
ference report. I do not wish to with-
draw my suggestion of the absence of a
quorum unless the matter of taking up
the conference report is suspended so
the Senator from Illinois may make his
request.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair will state that the motion to take
up the report has already been agreed
to.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does the
‘Senator from Illinois desire to address
himself to the motion to take up the
report?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo-
tion to consider the report has been
agreed to. - L

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; it was
not agreed to. The question was put to
a vote, and I suggested the absence of a
quorum, pending the matter of a vote on
the motion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; the
Chair is of the opinion that the Senator
from Missouri suggested the absence of
a quorum after the motion to consider
had been agreed to.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri.. A standing
vote was had, and I suggested the ab-
sence of a quorum while the vote was be-
ing taken. I do not think there will be
any time gained by arbitrary decisions
on the part of the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair does not desire to make any arbi-
trary decisions. If the Senator wants a
quorum, the Chair will order a roll call.
The clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the
following Senators answered to their
names: :

I suggest the

Andrews Caraway Green

Austin Chandler Guffey

Balley Chavez Gurney

Ball Clark, Idaho Hatch
Bankhead Clark, Mo. Hayden
Barkley Connally Hill

Bone Danaher Holman
Brewster Davis Johnson, Calif.
Bridges Downey Johnson, Colo.
Brooks Eastland Ellgore
Burton Ellender La Follette
Bushfleld Ferguson Langer

Butler George Lodge

Byrd Gerry Lucas

Capper Gillette McCarran
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MecClellan Overton Tunnell
MeFarland adeliffe Tydings
McEellar Rezed Vandenberg
Maybank Revercomb Van Nuys
Mead Robertson Wallgren
Millikin Smith Walsh, Mass,
Moore Taft Walsh, N. J,
Murdock Thomas, Idaho Wheeler
Murray Thomas, Okla. Wherry

Nye Thomas, Utah White
O'Mahoney Truman Willis

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seven-
ty-eight Senators have answered to their
names. A'quorum is present.

The question is, Shall the conference
report be taken up? [Putting the ques-
tion.]1 The Chair believes the “ayes”
have it, and the motion of the Senator
frem Indiana is therefore agreed to.

Mr. VAN NUYS obtained the floor.

Mr, DANAHER and Mr, MOORE ad-
dressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Indiana yield; and if so,
to whom?

Mr, VAN NUYS.
from Oklahoma.

WARTIME METHOD OF VOTING BY MEM-
BERS OF THE ARMED FORCES

Mr. MOORE. Mr. President, I sup-
pose that every Member of the Senate
will be called upon to give his views with
reference to Senate bill 1285, the so=-
called soldiers’ vote bill. The impor-
tance of the objective of the bill is such
that one is obliged, and it is his duty, to
make an explanation of his stand.

All of the arguments made for or
against the measure were, of course,
prefaced with an approval of its objec-
tives. It should not be necessary for
one to have to go into great detail to
prove that he is willing to grant every
right and privilege to every American
citizen who unfortunately finds himself,
either by his own voluntary will or by
compulsion, in the armed forces of the
country., I know that every Member of
the Senate wants every soldier to have
all the rights and privileges that it may
be possible to accord him. One of those
valuable rights or privileges is his exer-
cise of the ballot in elections that may
be held while he is away from his voting
precinct.

I hope I am as anxious to give every
consideration to every right or privilege
to the soldiers as any other man, and I
hope I am as ready as any Member of
Congress to go as far as I legally can
to accord that right or privilege. I
want the ballots to be cast by the sol-
diers, or by any other citizen in a legal
manner and in accordance with the laws
of the States of which they are citizens,
and I am willing and anxious to go as
far as the Congress can go in aid of
the States to facilifate the privilege of
those absent from their States to cast
their votes. I would go as far as I had
a lawful right to go as a Member of
Congress to provide means for casting
the vote and having it fairly counted.

Since this is a party government,
naturally any law having to do with elec=
tions is partisan, whatever we may say
about it. Allof the sparring and maneu-
vering in connection with this voting
bill has been partisan. It became so

1 yield to the Senator
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definitely partisan that bitterness de-
veloped, which is lamentable, but in-
evitable. The direction of the voting
machinery was finally left in the hands
of the President, who presumably will be
a candidate to succeed himself in the
coming election. This in itself is un-
precedented, to say the least.

If it be urged that to raise this objec-
tion manifests a lack of confidence in
the President, I cite his record concern-
ing nominations and electicns with
which he has heretofore been connected
as a possible justification for not having
full confidence in him with respect to
elections. I cite the spectacle of the so-
called Democratic National Convention
in Chicago in 1940, at which he was
“drafted.” I was a helpless delegate in
that convention. One of the authors of
this bill was also a delegate, and I remem-
ber well the inadvertent statement made
by him, that “if this had been a free and
open convention, I would have allowed
my name to go before the convention as
a candidate for Vice President.” I re-
member one of our own delegates from
Oklahoma placing the name of Paul V.
McNutt before the convention in the
form of a draft for the Vice Presidency,
and I remember that Paul V. McNutt
said that he could not under any cir-
cumstances allow his name to be placed
before the convention, because “my
commander in chief has spoken.” I re-
member that the venerable CARTER GLASS
came from a sick bed to place the name
of James A. Farley before the convention
as a candidate for President, and I heard
him say: “I never expected to live to see
the day when the name of Thomas Jef-
ferson would be hissed in a Democratic
convention.,” I remember when the or-
der came, through Harry Hopkins, that
Henry A, WALLACE was the demand of
Franklin D. Roosevelt; and I remember
when the First Lady was hurried to tbe
platform to still the uproar that was im-
minent at the high-handed conduct of
the convention; and I remember when
our present Vice President came to the
platform to deliver an already prepared
speech of acceptance and the then Sen-
ator Byrnes, now “Assistant President,”
foresaw the turmoil and hastily warned
the Vice President against any such in-
discretion before an almost rebellious
convention. When memory is on her
knees, there returns the nightmare of
that tragic mockery as played at the Chi-
cago convention, where a precedent, as
strong in the minds and hearts of the
people as if it had been written into the
Constitution, was arrogantly flouted to
secure a third term to satiate the greed
of an ambitious man for more power.
And now his appetite having grown by
what it fed on, we are being led through
sophistry into the danger of a fourth
term and dictatorship that can never ke
dislodged short of revolt.

Is there any justification then, or any
reason, for lack of confidence in the
candidate for a fourth term? I cannot
see how any American devoted to the
principles of Thomas Jefferson can help
but hang his head in shame when the
memory of that convention comes to him,

LXXXIX—674
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Mr. LUCAS. Mr, President, will the
Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mc-
CLELLAN in the chair). Does the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma yield to the Senator
from Illinois?

Mr. MOORE. Mr. President, I lis-
tened to the Senator for several hours on
this same subject. If the Senator will
accord me the privilege of finishing my
address, I shall be glad to yield to him
in proper time,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Oklahoma declines to
vield at this time,

Mr. MOORE. Mr. President, I meekly
submit to the distinguished Senators
from Virginia, North Carolina, and South
Carolina, that they should join an alli-
ance that could be made effective against
a repetition of such tyranny.

I cite the conduct of the affairs of the
people of this country by the adminis-
tration under the New Deal as a possible
reason why there should be a lack of
confidence in the administration of this
voting machinery. I cite the vote in the
Senate upon every issue raised by the
partisans for and against this adminis-
tration. Ishare a distrust, with millions
of others, of the honesty and integrity
of the New Deal administration.

I would, however, have resolved my
distrust in favor of the support of this
bill and its administration by the ma-
chinery set up in the bill, because of
my anxiety and desire to see the soldiers
exercise their privilege of voting, but for
the reason that we have not the power.

I voted against it because I believe it
to be unconstitutional. To me that is a
valid reason; and no political results to
me or the party to which I may belong
will swerve me from that course. That is
the reason I voted against the bill. It was
not the result of any conspiracy, or the
fear of the results of the elections by rea-
son of full participation of all of the
categories contained in the measure. I
have no idea, and I doubt if anyone could
make an intelligent guess, as to how the
soldiers would vote in the coming elec-
tion. Anything that I might say as to
how they would vote would be guess-work
entirely.

It is so desirable and just that soldiers
be provided with the facility for voting
that a means should be found to effectu-
ate that facility by a legal and constitu-
tional method. I do not believe that
many Members of Congress, of either
party, want to disfranchise the soldiers
because of any fear of the results of the
election by reason of participation in the
election by the soldiers. It is mnaive,
though, to say that the general structure
of this bill does not provide at least a
means of fraud in conducting the elec-
tions and a propagandizing to the end of
the desired result,

History provides an example, in the
Hayes-Tilden case, of an election in
which there was danger of a civil war
ensuing because of the partisan charac-
ter of the decision in that election. Ex-
cept for the magnanimity and patriot-
ism of Mr. Tilden, civil war might have
ensued. Certainly, this Congress, on the
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heels of a victory over our foreign foes,
wants to avoid an intensity of feeling
such as would be aroused as was occa-
sioned by the contest in 1876.

The election for which this measure is
proposed is 10 months off, and if the war
continues then, as we hope it will not,
ample fime exists for the States to pro-
vide the facilities, in conjunction with the
military authorities of the United States,
to enable the soldiers to cast their bal-
lots. This can be done without any viola-
tion of the Constitution of the United
States. It is the responsibility and duty
of the States to provide means by which
the soldiers may vote.

The Constitution of the United States
was written and adopted with the
thought in mind that politicians in power
might invade the rights of the States and
of their citizens, because politicians have
always schemed to get around the Con-
stitution in order to obtain more power
than it gave them. The Constitution
therefore limits the power of Congress,
and the Federal Government in its power
is limited by the Constitution, and one of
the definite limitations has to do with
elections,

In order to explain my concept of the
character of the Constitution and its pur-
pose, I ask unanimous consent to haye
printed in the Recorp at this point as a
part of my remarks an address delivered
by former Senator James A. Reed, of Mis-~
souri, at Toledo, Ohio, on October 9, 1936.

Mr, LUCAS. Mr. President, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. MOORE. The address to which I
have referred is as follows:

I propose tenight to depart from my usual
custom, which is to express whatever views I
may have, hoping that they will meet with
the approval of at least some of my auditors.
I am doing so because I was handed a paper
by a man whom I may call a plain, ordinary
citizen, who is neither a statesman nor a pol-
itician, but just a layman who has done some
thinking for himself. It contains so much
of sound, plain logic that I intend to present
it to you. He says:

“A statesman is only a successtul politician.
If he wins, many people follow him blindly.
They forget that he is a man controlled by
the same motives and impulses as all other
men. He may be better than the average;
he may be worse; but you can count on one
thing—that ambition is the besetting sin of
all politicians.”

Politics is one of the oldest trades in the
world, Every President that this country
ever had was a politician, Every Congress-
man and every Senator, every Governor of
every State, and every candidate for public
office is a politician, All of the New Dealers
are politicians. Roosevelt is a politician,
So are Farley, Ickes, Wallace, Hopkins, Tug-
well, and Miss Perkins, They have the same
ambitions that every politician in history has
had—to get in office and to stay there.

History is mainly the record of what good
politicians did for their people and what bad
politicians did to them. By and large, the
record is not very good. Unfortunately, there
have been more bad rulers than good ones.

History is full of politicians who started
out as good rulers and wound up as bad ones,
Napoleon was a very good ruler for France
at first., He put France on its feet after a
terrible revolution. Then he became ambi-
tious to be Emperor of all Europe, and mil-
lions of Frenchmen died because of his lust
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for power. He told Frenchmen they were
dying for the glory of France. They thought
they were. But we know better—they died
because of Napoleon's ambition for more
power.

That was the great sin of Napoleon. But
he does not stand alone. Nearly all of the
wars which have been fought during the en-
tire course of history were brought about by
the ambition of rulers to extend their do-
mains, to magnify their power, and to glorify
themselves.

The American Revolution was fought be-
cause the people of this country did not like
the way the English politicians ruled them.
After they found they had no more peaceful
ways left to get rid of these bad rulers they
revolted against them and by bloodshed
established a country where they and their
children and you and I and our children
could live in freedom from political interfer-
ence with our private lives. When the Col-
onists won their liberties, they were faced
with the problem of choosing a new set of
politicians to rule them.

The leaders of the American Colonists were
very wise men,

They knew they had to have politicians.

But—

They had all studied a lot of history and
they knew there were more bad pollticians
than good ones, and that the bad ones
wanted the citizens'’ hard-earned money,
seized their property and, when the citizens
protested, threw them into jail,

They also knew why this was. It was be-
cause the citizens had to obey the laws the
politicians made, but they had no way to
make laws the politicians had to obey.

So these wise men decided to set up our
Government in such a way that before it
was turned over to the politicians to run, it
would be fixed so that those politicians
would have to behave themselves.

The way they did it was to write a con-
stitution. The Constitution is a law made
by the people to govern politicians. It tells
them what they can do and what they
cannot do to you. It tells them that they
may have so much power to control you and
no more.

But since no law is any good unless some-
bedy enforces it, these wise men set up an
independent court that the politicians do
not control, so that if the politiclans did
seize power that was not given to them by
the Constitution, there would be someone
who eould say to them, “You can’t do that.”
This s the Supreme Court. Our Constitu-
tion and our Supreme Court were the first
effective schemes in all history to control
politicians and limit their power to govern
and to tax.

As a result, in this country we have Iree
‘gpeech because if the politicians tried to put
someone in jail for attacking them, the Su-
preme Court will say, “Let him alone.”

Also, we have freedom of worship, which
many other nations have lost. And our
politiclans can’t take your money or your
property from you without paying you for
it, like they can in so many other countries
today.

These are only a few of the things we have
because we have a law (the Constitution) to
govern our politicians and a Court to make
them obey that law.

What has happened in this country under
this law to keep politiclans in their places?
Since it limited their power, it has prevented
them from meddling in our private affairs
and plundering us. As a result, our cost of
government, until the last few years, has
been low and this country grew and pros-
pered like no country in all history, Mil-
lions of people from other lands where they
were fyrannized by their politicians came
over here. My father and mother did, and
&0 did the fathers and mothers of most of
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you, And if the immigration laws let them,
there would be millions more who would rush
over here from Europe and the rest of the
world, Teday it is still the finest and best
country on earth to live in.

Ever since the Constitution was estab-
lished, politicians have schemed to get
around it—to get more power than it gave
them, and to weaken the Supreme Court.
They have frequently tried to limit the
Court's power and, as usual, are talking about
it again. They have tried to get the people
angry with the Court for its decisions. They
have tried to scare the people by saying the
country would go to pot after some of the
Court's decisions, That is what President
Roosevelt tried to do when the Supreme
Court threw the N. R. A. and the A. A. A.
out,

But in the past all of these attacks have
failed. The people of this country still real-
ize that the Bupreme Court is the only pro-
tection they have against politicians selzing
more power—the only protection of our
rights we have short of revolt.

Of course, politicians do not like to have
their power limited by constitutions. They
would like to substitute their own schemes
and make you obey their will instead of hav-
ing the rights the Constitution says you shall
bave.

Now a lot of politicians have been telling
you the Constitution should be amended to
give them more power, and have been prom-
ising you a lot of things for the liberty they
want you to give up. Well, that is what
Hitler said, too, but I don't want that kind of
a bargain. I want no politiclan as my nurse-
maid. I want none of his “brain trust” plan-
ning me and my life and, if you knew poli-
ticians and braintrusters as I do, neither
would you.

What these politicians really want is more
power to tax you and to order you around,
which means less liberty for you, because the
more power you give them, the more they
have to say about what you do, and the less
you have to say about what they do to you.

And, if you didn't have a constitution to
control them and a court to enforce that
constitution, their power would be unlimited
once they got in office. They wouldn't even
have to run for reelection if they didn’'t want
to. Then your only remedy to get rid of
them would be revolt, just as it was the only
remedy Washington and Jefferson had. And
we must not have revolt,

Whenever any politician says to you, “I
want mere power,” and makes a lot of
promises about what he will do for you if you
give it to him, think of what has happened
in Russla, Germany, and Spain, and ask
yourself, *What does he really want to do to
me?"”

If you don’t think that what is happening
in those countries can happen here, read the
story of what happened to the people in the
Bouthern States after the Civil War, After
the North won, Congress deprived the people
of the South of their votes and sent northern
politicians and the Army into the South to
rule them. The years that followed were the
blackest pages in our political history, and
the South has never fully recovered from the
way those “carpetbagger” politicians robbed
and ‘plundered them. Read the history of
reconstruction in the South, and you will
understand what -happens when politicians
take the Constitution away from the people.

This is also a good example of what hap-
pens under & centralized government without
States’ rights. :

Politicians, regardless of party, are all the
same kind of people—they are ordinary hu-
man beings, except that they are ambitious
for power, and when they get it they want
to keep it.

And the lesson of history is that you don’t
dare trust any of them very far,
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How, then, are you and I to choose our
politicians? We can never be sure in ad-
vance that they are going to be good ones.
‘We only judge on their records whether they
have been honest and have tried to keep their
word. If a politician’s record shows he does
not keep his word, we are fools to trust him
further,

What is Roosevelt's record? Certainly bus-
iness is better. Any child could make busi-
ness better at the candy store if you let him
spend all the money he wants—until you
have to pay the bill. I can make business
better that way. So could you.

The rest of Roosevelt’s record is one of
broken promises, After taking a most solemn
oath to uphold the Constitution and having
received the greatest power that we ever en-
trusted to any man in this country, he. or-
dered Congress to pass a law “in spite of any
doubts, however reasonable, regarding its con-
stitutionality.” Mind you, he ordered Con-
gress to act against its own oath of office.
What he was really saying was, “I don't like
the limits which the Constitution places upon
my power, and even though you swore to
uphold it, I want you to ignore it.”

Politician Roosevelt also referred to the
Constitution as a “horse and buggy” instru-
ment. Well, maybe it is, but if you were
traveling through a strange country on a
dark night with no stars and no signs to
guide you, which would you rather ride in—
a horse and buggy that you drove yourself,
or a high-powered car driven by someone
else at top speed without brakes?

I repeat, the only way that we have to
gelect the politicians who will be safest as
our rulers is by their records. On the face
of his record, I cannot trust Politician Roose=
velt any longer, because I cannot trust any
man who breaks his word to me and does not
even apologize for it. That is why I shall
vote against him,

Governor Landon's record is one of hon-
esty and sincerity. His record shows that he
tries to keep his word and to make good on
his promises. That is why I shall vote for
Landon, But uhderstand this. If Landon
is elected, as I hope he will be, I shall watch
him, too, and if at any time he shculd dis-
regard his oath of office and try to seize more
power than you and I think is safe for him
to have, or if he acts in a way which I con-
sider is a betrayal of my trust in him, I
shall turn on him and fight him just as hard
as I am fighting Franklin Roosevelt.

Mr. President, I have given this anal-
ysis by one whom I may distinguish as
Lincoln did: one of the plain, common
people. It is filled with common sense.
I commend it to the consideration of the
Senate,

I am very glad to accommodate the
Senator from Illinois. I am happy to
note that he remained in the Chamber
to listen to the speech which was deliv-
ered by former Senator Reed of Missouri,
So far as I know, it is the first instance
on record since I have been in the Sen-
ate that any Senator has objected to the
inclusion of remarks of this character in
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

Mr. President, most of what I shall say
from now on is a review of the proceed-
ings had in connection with the soldiers’
vote hill recently passed by the Senate
and its predecessor, Public Law 712, of
which the bill passed by the Senate is a
revision,

I now quote from the Senate commit-
tee's report on the bill, In the Senate
committee’s report on S. 1285, the so-
called soldiers’ vote bill, it is stated:
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The question as to the constitutionality
of this bill (8. 1285) has already been deter-
mined by the Congress.

The constitutionality of this bill has
been determined by the Congress. Let
the constitutional lawyers of the Senate
take note.

This bill is a revision of Public Law 712,
Prior to the enactment of that measure the
question of its constitutionality was raised
and carefully considered by the Seventy-sev-
enth Congress. When the two Houses of
Congress passed and the President approved
Public Law 712 at the last session of Con-
gress, they formally expressed their consid-
ered judgment that, for Federal elections in
time of war, Congress has the constitutionsl
authority to establish an absentee balloting
procedure for members of the armed forces
and to eliminate registration and poll-tax
obstacles to voting by members of the armed
forces. Since no new constitutional issues
are raised by S. 1285, that judgment is ap-
plicable to the new bill,

Even if the question of constitutionality
had not already been so determined, it
should not now be raised because this bill is
not a general bill operative in peacetime, but
is limited to wartime. It is clear that both
Public Law 712 and S. 1285 are within the
war powers of Congress under the Consti-
tution.

But the question of the constitution-
ality of S. 1285 was raised in the debate
on the floor of the Senate, and again the
alleged constitutionality of the original
soldiers’ vote bill, Public Law 712, was
cited by Senators who favored the pas-
sage of S. 1285 as proof of the constitu-
tionality of S. 1285, On December 3 the
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr, GREEN],
one of the authors of S. 1285, made the
statement:

I do not wish to discuss the constitution-
ality of the bill. I take that position for
two reasons, In the first place, the consti-
tutionality of the bill was discussed at length

when the first soldiers' voting bill was

passed, more than a year ago. It was dis-
cussed in the House; it was discussed in the
Senate. The bill passed the House, passed
the Senate, and was signed by the President,
and.such action would not have been taken
if the doubts about its constitutionality
were well founded.

In the second place, the question of con-
stitutionality has been discussed at length
on the floor of the Senate in connection with
the bill reported by the committee.

It is true, the guestion of the constitu-
tionality of S. 1285 was discussed at
length on the floor of the Senate, but al-
most entirely by those who opposed its
enactment on the ground that it was
unconstitutional. On November 22, one
of the authors of the bill, the chairman
of the committee who reported it favor-
ably, in making his statement to the
Senate was drawn into a discussion of its
constitutionality, but for the most part
doubts as to constitutionality of the bill
were sought to be turned aside by those
favoring it with assertions that the ques-
tion had already been determined by the
Congress in the enactment of Public
Law T12.

The Senator from Vermont [Mr.
Avustin]l] and the Senator from New
Mexico [Mr. HatcH] soared into the rare-
fied atmosphere of superconstitution-
ality in their support of S. 1285. On
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November 22 the Senator from Vermont
[Mr, AusTiN] stated:

Mr. President, I am trying to make it clear
and unequivecal that my position is not that
of passing on the constitutionality of this
measure. I approve it without passing upon
that question, because today, in time of war,
a higher law than the Constitution com-
mands us.

A little later in the debate on that day,
the Senator from New Mexico [Mr.
Harcu], referring to the stand of the
Senator from Vermont [Mr. AusTIN],
said:

But, as the Senator ably pointed out, the
necessities have brought out a power which
comes from the Constitution itself, to defend
and protect the country, a higher power than
these other matters being discussed tcday.

Since those who favored the enactment
of S. 1285 insisted that the question of
its constitutionality was determined with
the enactment of Public Law 712, let us
look at the record in the Senate and in
the House when that measure was being
debated and voted on.

It is true, there was discussion of the
constitutionality of the bill, but it was
not resolved finally into any decision on
the question, nor, indeed, could it be.
Determination of the constitutionality of
legislation is not the province of Con-
gress; that is a matter for the Supreme
Court of the United States. But if con-
gressional opinion were controlling in
such matters, the vote in Congress on
H. R. 7416, Public Law 712, by no means
justified the assumption that the issue
of its constitutionality had been settled.

In the House the vote on original pas-
sage of H. R. 7416 was taken on July 23,
1842. There was no record vote, but on
demand for a division, the vote was 134
in favor of passage and 19 against. So
the bill was passed in the House by less
than 31 percent of its membership,

The bill was amended in the Senate,
and on August 25, 1942, 47 Senators voted
for its passage, 5 against it, and 44 were
recorded as not voting.

The bill then went to conference, and
on September 9, 1942, the House voted
on acceptance of the conference report.
The vote was 248 for, 53 against, 125
not voting, and 1 answering “present.”
The Senate accepted the conference re-
port on September 10, without a record
vote. With the President’s signature, the
bill became a law—and the basis for the
claim for constitutionality of S. 1285.

A great deal of doubt and apprehen-
sion were expressed in both the House
and the Senate as to the constitutionality
of H. R. 7416, Public Law 712. On July
23, Representative Nichols, of Oklahoma,
a New Deal Democrat, not now a Mem-
ber of Congress, after stating that he
was going to support the bill, said:

There is no danger in this bill. The danger
is what might follow. As sure as I stand in
the well of this House, after this war is over,
a bill will be offered in the House or the
Senate laying down Federal rules and regu-
lations controlling Federal elections, elec=
tions of Federal officers. Nothing in this bill
is dangerous of itself, but it is dangercus that
the people know now, and there were few in
the past who knew, that the Constitution of
the United States gives the Federal Govern-
ment the right to prescribe rules and regu-
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lations for,the elegtion of constitutional of=
flcers, and I hope I never live to see the day
when that right shall be enforced by the Con=-
gress of the United States, because, if we are
to continue in a close approach to a democ-
racy, we have got to stay with State rights.
The day that you control Federal elections,
State rights have gone out of the window.
That, in my judgment, is the only danger in
the bill.

In the debate on July 23, Representa-
tive WiLL M, WHITTINGTON, of Missis-
sippi, stated:

Mr. Chairman, franchise is not a matter of
right, it is a privilege, and it is a privilege
that, under our system of government, can
be granted or withheld only by the States,
« =+ » T oppose this bill becanse I be=
lieve that while the Government of the
United States wages war the States and
their functions abide, in war and in peace.
# % =+ Mr, Chairman, the soldiers and
sailors, the lads who are fighting, want
something more than gestures, something
more than friendly gestures from their
Representatives in Ceongress. They are cut
there in strange seas and forelgn lands, fight«
ing for liberty, for freedom under the Con=
stitution, to use the language of our Com=
mander in Chief, the President of the United
States, and they will have little regard for
their statesmen on the floor of Congress who
surrender their convictions as a friendly ges-
ture to the men who fight. I say to you that,
under the terms of this bill, we are likely to

. have confusion worse confounded in elec-

tions if the courts hold in contests in elec-
tions under this bill, as they have repeatedly
held, that the qualifications of voters is for
the States and the States alone. We are un-
dertaking to pass a bill here that will be de-
clared unconstitutional, as I belleve, as an
invasion of the rights of the States, and one
under which we, ourselves, as Members of
Congress might have to face contested elec-
tions one after the other, In an effort to do
a friendly gesture to the men who fight, we
are striking at one of the very fundamental
rights reserved and guaranteed to the States
under the Constitution. The men in the
Army and Navy are fighting for the rights
guaranteed by the Constitution, and they
do not ask or expect Congress to invade the
rights of the States,

They are entitled to vote, but this is the
function of the States. If five or six States
fail to pass absentee voting laws, it is the
fault of the States. I favor absentee voting
for soldiers, but all the States should not be
deprived of their rights because five or six
have not passed absentee voting statutes,

such as Mississippl passed in the First World -

War. I advocated such a law as a member
of the State senate, but I oppose the pending
bill as it is in violation of the Constitution.

It is not a question of soldiers voting; it
is a question of who makes provision for
their voting. It is for the States and not for
the Federal Government. In usurping and
assuming a function possessed by the States,
the soldiers who are fighting for rights un-
der the Constitution will not appreciate their
Representatives in Congress surrendering the
rights guaranteed to the States under the
Constitution.

The bill does not involve a technicality; it
involves the Constitution and rights under
the Constitution. I belleve that the Consti-
tution is something more than a technicality
and something more than a scrap of paper.

The freedom amccorded to the States and
the rights guaranteed under the Comnstitu-
tion ere as sacred to the soldlers and sailors
who are fighting in the greatest of all wars
as they were to the patriots, many of whom
fought with Washington, who founded fhe
Republic.
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On July 23, 1942, Representative Ran-
xin, of Mississippi, stated:

I have never seen such demagoguery in
the name of the servicemen as I have wit-
nessed here today. The danger of this meas-
ure is that it is the beginning of an attempt
to destroy the election laws of the various
Btates. * * * It is not the soldiers they
want this bill for. I know who is behind it,
and you will find that out, too, if you dig
into it. They want to control not only the
elections, but the primary laws, and if they
can get rid of the registration laws, possibly,
so0 that they will not have to register or prove
citizenship, with no obligation to your State
in the way of paying taxes to help maintain
the schools or the roads.

You are not helping the soldiers at all; you
are merely playing to the grandstand, and at
the same time interfering with the election
laws of your own State and of every other
Btate in this Union.

In the Senate on August 17, 1942, the
distinguished majority leader, the Sena-
tor from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY],
stated:

In connection with the question asked by
the Senator from Nebraska (whether any
consideration had been given by the com-
mittee in preparing the report, or by the
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. GreewN] to
the constitutional question involved in the
bill), which did not contemplate, it may be,
a differentiation between the States that per-
mit absentee voting and the States that do
not permit absentee voting, let me say that
some years ago the State from which I come
passed a bill permitting absent citizens to
vote by mail,

They exercised that right until the su-
preme court of our State passed upon it and
held the State law to be unconstitutional on
the ground that the Constitution of Ken-
tucky requires the personal presence of the
voter and his personal delivery of the ballot
to the election cfficers or his personal de-
positing of it in the ballot box. I have very
grave doubt whether Congress can pass a
law amending the constituticn of any State
that does not permit absentee voting, even
though that voting be limited to the election
of Representatives and Senators in Congress
and to the election of Presidential electors;
because if we could do that with respect to
goldiers who are absent, it is conceivable that
we might pass a law relating to other ab-
sentee voters.

I should not want the bill to pass without
calling attention to the possibility that in
States which have not permitted absentee
voting, especially in States where the high-
est court In the State has passed upon the
validity of such effort, it seems to me we may
raise a serlous question by attempting,
through congressional action, to amend the
constitutional provisions of a State on the
ground that the absentee voter is in the
Army. It is conceivable that if a question
were raised concerning the right of the men
to vote under State laws, it might involve
the election of the Members of the House and
Senate. It is possible to conceive of a situ-

ation where an election might be so close .

that the ballots of the soldiers in the Armry
throughout the world might determine that
matter. That would naturally raise the
question of whether they had the right to
vote in States like mine, for instance, where
naitl:ter the laws nor the constitution per-
mit it.

On the same date, August 17, the dis-
tingushed Senator from Georgia [Mr.
Georcel, in the debate on the Senate
floor, said:

Once the Congress embarks upon the
course of fixing the qualifications of electors
in the several States, even for soldiers in war=
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time, it has opened the door for all kinds of
future legislation along that line,

There is no doubt that by the passage of
the bill we would subject the elections in
every State, insofar as they involve elections
to the House of Representatives and to the
Benate or for President and Vice President,
to absolute Federal control. * * * when
the Congress passes a law saying whose vote
sghall count in the election in the State, Con-
gress has taken jurisdiction of the whole
field.

What I am trying to lmpress upon the
Senator is that the pending bill is not an in-
nocent step for the good purpose of permit-
ting soldiers to vote, without attendant pos-
gibilities, at least, of very great evil and of
very great abuse.

Extending Federal power over elections
would be a dangerous thing to do in this
country. I do not know of a better way of
creating a dietatorship. There may be a
better way, but none occurs to me imme-
diately.

Again; on August 20, 1942, our dis-
tinguished Senator from Georgia said in
the Senate:

Of course, the purpose and aim of the
proposed legislation is agreeable to us all.
No one wants to deny to the soldier the right
to vote. I often feel that he ought to have
the right to vote simply because he is a sol-
dier. I used to say, Mr. President, that I
thought that every mother should go to
heaven because she was a mother. The
sentiment is the same,

The step which is now proposed to be taken
is one of no small consequence, because if the
Congress can now, under the pressure of
war, say who in any State shall vote for
membership in the House and in the Sen-
ate, it will not be long before the Congress
will be exercising that power in peacetime,
and it will not be long before it will be
exercising that power with respect to mat-
ters which Congress ought not to think of
seriously.

The thing which troubles me about it all
is that, as I said last Monday, the moment
we invade this fleld we have opened the way
for Federal control of elections in every pre-
cinet in America.

Again, Mr. President, I do not concede for
one moment, and I do not believe for an
instant, that the Federal Congress has any
authority or power to regulate the qualifica~
tions, to prescribe the qualifications, to fix
the qualifications, of electors in any State
in the Union.

There is no necessity whatever for the pro-
posed legislation. Let the American States
have the opportunity to deal with this mat-
ter. The soldiers are their citizens. Every
man and woman in the armed forces of this
country, by and large, at least, is a citizen of
one of the 48 States. Their States will take
care of them and give them every opportun-
ity to vote.

So, Mr. President, I feel I am justified in
the position I take. This is one of the most
important bills that has been before the
Senate in my time. I do not care anything
about anyone saying that I am opposed to
the soldiers voting.

I have but two sons, and both of them are in
the service. I do not care anything about
any plea to give to the soldiers the right to
vote. I know that the States will give them
the right to vote. I know that the States
should give them the right to vote, and I
know that Amerlcan freedom, the glory of
the American system, Mr. President, has
been built upon the integrity of the several
States. I see it passing away with not a
word of protest by men who should protect
the legitimate rights and prerogatives of the
States,

I presume that perhaps the Senate will
pass the bill, I do not think that if the
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Benate thought of it in the right way it
would approve the measure, to be frank about
it, but I do not think the Senate will give it
that thought. We are in a war, and we are in
a state of thought and pursuing a loose way
of proceeding here, and the most important
things which can be presented to Congress
are sometimes acted upon without much de-
liberation, =

I regard the pending measure as one of the
most important bills that has bzen before
the Congress in my time, because it proceeds
on the assumption that henceforth during
wartime all the election machinery in the
Btates will be under Federal regulation and
control, with Federal officers sitting around
seeing that the State officials act as they
think they should act.

On August 24, 1942, the eminent Sen-
ator from Georgia again warned:

I do not see how in the long run the dual
system of government can prevail in America
if the present tendency to invade the States
shall continue, simply hecause we in the na-
tional legislative body do not like what the
legislative body of Illinois, or of Massachu-
setts, or of Flcrida, or of Georgia, may have
seen fit to do. Here is the Constitution on
which both State and Fedaral Governments
stand. That Is the only basis on which
unity, under the dual form or system of
government such as we have, can continue.

I have full respect for the courts, but I
have seen a definite tendency on the part
of some members of the highest court of
the land toward enunciation of the doctrine
that the Constitution is mere words and
can be interpreted by the juggling of lan-
guage. It cannot be done rightfully, Mr.
President, by any such process.

The Senator from Georgia wes one of
the five Senators who voted against the
passage of H. R. 7416. His unwavering
devotion to constitutional government
was reiterated in the debate in the Sen-
ate on the passage of S. 1285. At that
time, he said:

I would feel I was not discharging my full
duty if I did not rise and say, as an humble
Member of this body, that in my judgment
there is no power in the Constitution, none
whatever, to do anything in wartime that
cannot be done whenever the conditions de-
manding the action arise. In other words,
war does not suspend the Constitution, and
war adds nothing to the American Constitu-
tion. So far as I am concerned, Mr. Presi-
dent, I think the whole argument might well
be summarized by a suggestion that we
amend the ocath we take at the desk by say-
ing that we will support the Constitution
except in wartime.

On August 25, 1942, the distinguished
Jeffersonian Democrat, the Senator from
Texas [Mr. CoNNALLY], said on the floor
of the Senate:

Like the Senator from Missouri, I should
like to vote for anything which would make
it easier for the soldiers to vote, if I could
do so under the Constitution and without
swallowing the oath which I took to support
the Constitution.

The Senator from Texas was one of
the five Senators who voted against the
passage of H, R. 7416.

On the same day another leadlng Jef-
fersonian Democrat, the Senator from
Maryland [Mr. Twmas]. stated during
the course of the Senate debate on the
soldiers' vote bill:

Because it has been necessary to have na-
tional control in order to promote the war
effort, we have In & way gone drunk on that
kind of wine and are forgetting that we are
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losing, to a large extent, the very thing our
men must sacrifice so much, and even die,
to achieve and maintain. The tenth amend-
ment reads:

“The powers not delegated to the United
States by the Constitution, nor prohibited
by it to the States, are reserved to the States,
respectively, or to the people.”

Sometimes it might be wise when we speak
of the Bill of Rights and freedom of speech,
and so on, not to forget the tenth amend-
ment, which is the safeguard for local self-
government.

The Senator from Texas [Mr, CoN-
waLLy] further stated in the Senate on
August 25, 1942:

Mr. President, in these perilous times, when
nations are being overrun, when standards
of sovereignty are being pulled down, when
ruthless conquest is stalking over once free
and happy peoples, it is no time for the
people of the United States, great and power=
ful though we are, to treat lightly the funda-
mental concepts of free government and of
representative institutions.

Shall we in a fitful moment, as a hand-
some gesture to the brave boys who are out
yonder on the battlefields, barter away the
fundamental things of this Government,
trifling though they may seem to some?

The Constitution of the United States is
not one single syllable. It is made up of
countlesc words and phrases and adjectives
and nouns, but every one of them, Mr. Presi-
dent, has a place, Every provision in that
old instrument was regarded by the fathers
as necessary for its symmetry and for its
completion. One of the most fundamental
of them all is the rights of the voters. Every
voter has an interest in every vote that is
cast. These powers originally, before there
was a Constitution, were vested in the Thir-
teen Original States.

The wise old fathers who gathered around
the table yonder in Philadelphia decreed that
those powers should remain with the States,
and they wrote them down, as they hoped, in
living letters, which might last through the
years. But if the Senate, if the Congress,
through some maudlin sentiment, or some
maudlin theory, may erase it, may wipe it
out by an act of the Congress, then no clause,
no provision of that fundamental dccument,
may be safe or secure from political assault.

There is no legal act, no lawful course I
could take which I would not take to aid
them (men in uniform) or sustain them or
strengthen them. I know they do not want
me, as thelr chosen Senator on this flocr,
simply in response to some impulsive wave
of sentiment, to barter away the things
which they sent me here to defend, and
protect, and secure, and have ready for them
when they return in triumph, with the
tradgitions of their country wrapped all about
them.

When the conference report was under
discussion in the House, Representative
Sumners of Texas stated:

Mr. Speaker, this is called a bill to give to
our soldiers a right to vote. That 1s a very
catchy sort of designation. It is proposed in
the name of democracy, An examination of
its provisions discloses that it is a proposition
to have the Congress by its own enactment
oust the States, which are the organized
democracies in our system of government,
from their reserved power to control the
elections participated in by their citizens
except as that control has been limited by
specific constitutional provisions agreed to
by the States and incorporated in the Fed-
eral Constitution. It is a bill to strengthen
the stranglehold of this great Federal bu-
reaucracy upon the throats of the States.

About one-fourth of this bill is devoted to
shifting power to control elections from the
States to the Federal Government and nearly
all the rest of the bill is Congress telling
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State officials what they are to do under
Federal direction.

This bill is an example of how it is being
done, how this democracy as I see it, is being
destroyed. This bill violates not only the
provisions of our written Constitution but it
violates the fundamental constitution of
democratic government which inheres in the
nature of things,; which determines sound
governmental policy, which limits the discre=
tion of human beings and which would guide
them jin the operation of a free government
if they would submit to its guidance as dis-
tinguished from .being directed by the
theories of men and controlled by the politi=
cal exigencies of the next election.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the
Senator permit me to interrupt him?

Mr. MOORE. Yes; I am glad to have
the Senator do so.

Mr. CHAVEZ, Is the Senator still
reading from Judge Sumners’ remarks?

Mr. MOORE. Yes, Mr. President. I
continue to read from his remarks.

I will tell you what we owe to these sol-
diers, and that is to stop this concentration
of governmental powers here, with the re-
sulting increase of bureaucratic develop-
ment. We ought to be working at the job
of getting some of this power away from
here, feeding it back into the States, so that
democracy shall survive in this country and
that these soldiers may have a government
to come back to worthy of their sacrifice.

When the conference report was con-
sidered by the Senate, on September 10,
1942, the Senator from Texas [Mr. Con-
NALLY] said:

If any curious historian should ever mull
over the records of the Senate in the years
to come, I want him to find the Senator
from Texas, humble though he may be,
standing over the prostrate form of the Con-
stitution with a sword broken in its defense
gtill in his hand.

On the same day, the Senator from
Alabama [Mr. HiLr] stated on the floor
of the Senate:

Mr. President, the Senator from Texas
[Mr. ConnaLLY | has made a very able speech
against the bill in which he presented the
constitutional argument against the bill. I
do not wish to reiterate what the Senator
from Texas has sald. I do wish to join with
and assoclate myself with him in the argu-
ment he has made.

Mr. President, under the clear language of
the Constitution and under the decisions of
the Supreme Court of the United States, I
cannot escape by any processes of the imagi-
nation the very fixed conclusion that the bill
is unconstitutional.

I favor giving the right to vote to every
soldier who is qualified in the State of which
he is a resident. However, I shall not make
a gesture with respect to giving soldiers the
right to vote when to do so would involve
doing something which would be unconstitu-
tional as well as a violation of the rights of
my State and of every other State.

The Congress has only that power which
has been delegated to it under the Constitu-
tion. Congress cannot give something which
it does not have.

Mr. President, I have been quoting
from eminent leaders in Congress.,
What they have said certainly must
challenge the attention of everyone who
is concerned with the preservation of our
Government. It cannot be casually dis-
missed as the vagaries of men moved by
a sinister desire to deny to our men in
uniform the right to vote. Isubmit they
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speak with a sincerity of purpose and
from a deep conviction.

The proponents of the pending meas-
ure repeatedly urged that the consti-
tutionality of the bill had been setfled
by the passage of Public Law 712,
That bill was passed by the Seventy-
seventh Congress in 1942. It came to the
floor of the House for debate on July 23,
1942, and was rushed through the House
on that same day. If there were hear-
ings before the House or Senate com-
mittees on the bill, none were printed and
available to the Members. There was no
word in the committee reports in ref-
erence to the constitutionality of the
measure, The committees knew and
recognized that this was definitely an
issue in the minds of leading Members
of the Congress, and must necessarily be
dealt with on the floor. The author of
the bill stated on the floor of the House
that—

Many legal questione have been raised
about this procedure. Some say we have
no authority whitever to pass any law rela-
tive to elections. It seems to me that the
great trouble with those who say that is that
they confuse regulation of elections with
qualifications of electors. There is a vast
difference between the qualifications of elec-
tors and the mere regulation of elections.

Then the author proceeded to quote
provisions of the Constitution that, I
contend, belie the very argument that
he employed in support of the measure,
and I assert, in the language of the Su-
preme Court, that—

Every journey to a forbidden end begins
with a first step, and the end of that journey
may be to reduce the American States to little
more than geographical subdivisions of the
national domain.

Another Member of the Congress was
bold enough to say:

I am in favor of this bill for a second recz-
son—that it takes a long step into a field
into which I think some day the Federdl "
Government must proceed, and that is the
control and regulation of the election of its
own officials. * * * I have come to the
conclusion, Mr. Chairman, that the Federal
Government under the Constitution has
complete authority to regulate the election of
the President, Vice President, Senators, and
Members of the House of Representatives, in-
cluding both the primary and general elec-
tions, and everything that has to do with it.
* * * TItis my view that the Federal Gov-
ernment, and the Federal Government alone,
has the power to determine the qualifications
of electors as they relate to the election of
Federal officials.

This power might have been placed in
the Constitution, but it was not. Anyone
employing such discussion as quoted
above is stating what he would himself
have embodied in the Constitution, but
which does not now exist. These ap-
peals were made to the emotions, not to
reason. They belittle the importance
of the Constitution when men are fight-
ing and dying for the principles it enun-
ciates.

As another sample of the emotional
temper of Members of Congress, I quote
the following:

I am not going to discuss the legal phase
of it. I do not think it is the time or the
place. The author of the bill has advised me
that the Department of Justice vouches for
the constitutionality of the bill,




10694

The report shows no opinion, so far
as I can find, from the Attorney Gen-
eral,

I continue the quotation:

I for one do not believe that anyone here
ghould quibble about the nicetles of legal
fiction, at a time when our boys are in the
gervice and when they should, if possible, be
given the privilege to exercise the right to
vote.

I have gone somewhat at length into
the consideration of the vote and debate
on the original soldiers’ vote bill, Public
Law 712, because the question of consti-
tutionality of this bill to a great extent
was evaded by its proponents in the
Senate, with the assurance that the is-
sue had already been determined in the
enactment of Public Law 712. I have
shown that it was not debated and given
the sufficient consideration which its
importance justified. I assert now that
the passage of a bill by hoth Houses of
Congress and the approval by the Pres-
ident is no evidence of its constitution-
ality.

So the whole argument revolves itself
around the question, to my mind, as to
whether the bill is constitutional or
whether it is not constitutional. The
principle as to whether its constitution=
ality can be sustained because of an
emergency is well stated in the lan-
guage of the Supreme Court of the
United States:

Emergency does not create power. Emer-
gency does. not increase granted power, or
remove or diminish the restrictions imposed
upon power granted or reserved. The Con=-
stitution was adopted in a period of grave
emergency. Its grants of power to the Fed-
eral Government and its limitations of the
power of the States were determined in the
light of emergency, and they were not
altered by emergency. What power was
thus granted and what limits were thus im-
posed are questions which have always been
and always will be the subject of close ex-
amination under our constitutional system.
If the provisions of the Constitution be not
upheld when they pinch, as well as when
they comfort, they may as well be aban-
doned.

I hope I may never cast a vote for the
enactment of a law that I think to be
violative of the Constitution. The
President of the United States wrote the
Ways and Means Committee of the
House in 1936:

I hope your committee will not permit
doubts as to constitutionality, however rea-
sonable, to block the suggested legislation.

Mr. President, for me to follow the
President’s suggestion in this respect
would be to violate my conception of my
oath to support the Constitution of the
United States. I want to maintain my
reverence for the Constitution, and I
want these young men and women for
whose benefit this legislation is pro-

d likewise to have a reverence for
the Constitution, However much I
should like to see the men and women
in the armed forces have the privilege
of voting at elections, I shall not yield
at the expense of violating the Consti-
tution and my ocath to support it. No
man may take a seat in this Senate until
he solemnly swears before God that he
will support the Constitution against all
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enemies, foreign and domestic. One
who violates his oath disowns his God
and dishonors himself.

Mr, LUCAS. Mr. President, it has
been rather difficult to hear what the
Senator from Oklahoma had to say. In
view of the fact that he refused to yield
to me to make some inquiries about cer-
tain statements which he made, I feel
that it will be necessary for me to review
the address which was made by the.Sen-
ator from Oklahoma, and perhaps to-
morrow I may have something to say in
reply. That is especially in view of the
fact that the Senator saw fit to single me
out in the beginning of his address.

I have never had any colloquies——

Mr. MOORE. Mr, President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr.LUCAS. No; Iwill notyield at all.

Mr. MOORE, I thank the Senator.

Mr. LUCAS. I have never had any
colloquies with the Senator from Okla-
homa since I have been here. Why he
took particular delight in referring to
the 1940 convention is something that he
knows better than I. But there is a per-
fect answer to that, and I shall answer it
when I have a little more time tomorrow.
The Senator was at that convention, and
he did not like the way things went, so
he became a convert to the Republican
Party. Political converts should always
be watched. Whenever they become
converts, they always become bitter and
more bitter. Why the Senator from
Oklahoma has seen fit to take all this
time to dig up the soldiers’ vote bill after
we had passed an amendment to his lik-
ing, and no other Senator has seen fit
to discuss it since that time, is another
question. Perhaps he has been receiv-
ing editorials and letters from home—as
I have been—since the failure to pass
the original Lucas-Green bill,

The Senator has also seen fit to- use
the illustrious CARTER GLASS, and to quote
him as to what happened in the 1940
convention. If he is so fond of the great
Virginian—as most of us are—he prob-
ably has not seen the latest report as to
what CarTErR Grass said with respect to
the Lucas-Green bill.

He followed him 3 years ago at the
convention, but he cannot follow him
today with respect to the bill, and he
hides behind the Constitution. Oh, the
crimes that have been committed in the
name of the Constitution, and the sub-
terfuges and hypocrisy which have been
practiced in the name of the Constitu-
tion of the United States. I will answer
the constitutional question perhaps to-
morrow or at some later date.

No, Mr. President; the Senator from
Oklahoma, in the statement he gave to
the press, which no one has yet dignified
with a reply, announced his real reason
for opposing the soldiers’ bill, and he
uses the Constitution as a cloak to hide
behind, and he knows it.

When he gave that statement to the
press he charged every Democrat and
every Republican who voted for the
Lucas-Green bill with a conspiracy—

Mr. MOORE. Mr. President——

Mr, LUCAS. I do not yield.
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Mr. MOORE. Mr. President, I think
I have a right to reply as a matter of
personal privilege. )

Mr. LUCAS. Very well. I will read
what the Senator said. When he gave
out that statement he charged every
Democrat and every Republican who
voted for the bill with a conspiracy to
steal the election in 1944, I will read
what he said, and if the newspaper mis-
quoted him, he can deny it. This is
what he said. This is from the Wash-
ington Post of December 6——

Mr. MOORE. Will the Senator from
Illinois state what he said?

Mr. LUCAS. I will read the whole ar-
ticle.

Mr. MOORE. I mean, will the Sen-
ator tell us what his statement was, as
to which I asked permission to reply as
a personal privilege?

Mr, LUCAS. I said that if this article
is true, the Senator charged every Dem-
ocrat and Republican who voted for the
bill with a conspiracy with the New Deal
to steal the election in 1944.

Mr. MOORE. That is the Senator’s
construction.

Mr, LUCAS. That is exactly what the
Senator says. I want to say to him
that I will place my integrity, my hon-
esty of purpose, and my good faith along-
side his any time, from what I know
about his history in Oklahoma.

Mr, MOORE, That is fine.

Mr. LUCAS. I read from the news-
paper article:

Senator Moore, Republican, of Oklahoma,
last night charged that Democratic and Re-
publican Senators who on Friday defeated the
bill providing a Federal soldiers’ vote had

blocked the most gigantic vote stealing in
history.

Did the Senator make that statement?

Mr. MOORE. Read the statement
again, I think I did.

Mr, LUCAS. Certainly the Senator
made it; and he says that he does not
charge by implication that every man
who voted for this kind of a bill was in
on the steal.

Mr, MOORE. I did not say anything
of the kind.

Mr. LUCAS. Any fair and prudent
mind, any reasonable mind, any decent
mind, cannot read any other interpreta-
tion into it but that. I have talked with
men about this statement, and many
people cannot understand why no reply
has been made to it; but the Members of
the Senate refused to dignify the Sena-
tor from Oklahoma by making any reply,
until he again comes along with his con-
temptible speech today with respect to
the soldiers’ vote bill. The truth of the
matter is that he does not want the
soldiers to vote. That is the whole sum
and substance of his argument.

Here is what he further said——

Mr, WHITE. Mr, President, a point
of order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator will state it.

Mr. WHITE. I make the point of or-
der that the Senator from Illinois is out
of order in impugning the motives of the
Senator from Oklahoma,
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair will state the rule. Rule XIX,
paragraph 2, provides as follows:

No Senator in debate shall, directly or in-
directly, by any form of words impute to
another Senator or to other Senators any
conduct or motive unworthy or unbecoming
a Senator,

The Senator from Illinois will proceed
in order.

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I thank
the Chair for reading the rule.

I will read further from what the Sen-
ator said. I undertake to say that this
rule applies both ways. The Senator
admitted that he made the statement.
If I am questioning the motive of any
Senator in what I have said, if he ad-
mits that he made the statement, if that
statement questions my motive, my good
faith, my integrity, and my honesty in
what I am attempting to do in giving
the opportunity to the soldiers to vote,
then I will also make the point of order
in due course.

I read further from the newspaper
article:

Moogg, declaring that no Member of the
Benate would deny “any constitutional op-
portunity for the men and women in uni-
form to vote,” asserted:

“No one but the veriest demagog would
make the public statement that those who
voted to protect the soldiers and sailors
against Tammany machine politics sought to
keep them from voting.”

Machine politics. The Senator who
comes from Oklahoma, talks about ma-
chine politics? [Laughter.]

I read further from the statement of
the Senator from Oklahoma as quoted in
the newspaper:

The people and the boys abroad should
understand that the New Deal’s plan for per-
mitting them to vote laid the basis for the
most gigantic vote stealing in history.

Franklin D. Roosevelt, the head of the
present administration, has never at any
time consulted with a single solitary one
of those who in the beginning were the
sponsors of this bill,

Last summer in Illinois I made a speech
in which I said that as a result of the
total ineffectiveness of the present law
some action should be taken in order to
make it effective, and that an amend-
ment should be made to the law which
would give every soldier, whether he be
on a ship, on an island, in & camp in
this country, or in a camp on foreign
shores, one thing, namely, the oppor-
tunity to vote. I said that when I re-
turned to Congress I would confer with
Senators who were in favor of the law
which was passed more than a year ago.
No one voiced any particular objection to
it then, All in God’s world we have
tried to do, in the soldiers’ vote bill, has
been to expand the law to the point where
it may be made to work, and give the
soldier the chance to vote.

Upon my return I conferred with Mem-
bers of the Senate and lawyers outside,
for the sole purpose of attempting to
write a bill which would give the soldiers
their just deserts. Mr. President, I do
not care how the soldiers vote. I want
them to have the opportunity to vote,
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which is their God-given right under
American institutions.

Mr. President, we cannot send a soldier
out of this country, and require him, if
you please, to give his all, even unto
death, if necessary, in order that Amer-
ican institutions may be free and safe
and our homes may be preserved from
pillage and destruction, without accord-
ing hira the opportunity, to which he is
justly entitled, of casting his vote at the
next election. Is he to give his all in
order that men like the Senator from
Oklahoma may stand on this floor and
condemn him, by denying him a real
chance to cast his ballot next year. He
can die for us, but he cannot vote, be-
cause of States’ rights, or because of the
Constitution!

I read further from the Senator’s
statement:

The simple facts are that the White House
palace guard—

« White House palace guard! God!
That is all I have heard in the last year
around here—‘“the White House palace
guard.” The Senator from Oklahoma has
not had a single constructive thought
sinece he has been in the Senate. He is
the great businessman from Oklahoma
who came here to tell the lawyers of the
Senate what to do. Oh, we have heard
the statement made over-and over again,
“Send businessmen to the Senate. Send
businessmen to the Senate so they
can renovate and rejuvenate the ideas of
the Senate, and place it upon a business
basis.” Show me one thing the Senator
from Oklahoma has offered in the way of
a constructive suggestion since he came
to the Senate. He has done nothing but
gripe, nothing but complain, and nothing
but indulge in condemnation of the
Democratic Party, from the time he ar-
rived here until this very moment. Buf
he has tried to destroy a sacred American
privilege.

The palace guard writing this legis-
lation! It is an insult to the intelligence
of the sponsors of the soldiers’ vote bill
to intimate such a thing. That was not
politics, of course! The Senator from
Oklahoma is just one of those statesmen
who never play politics with anything,
It was not playing politics to state that
the palace guard were the authors of the
bill. It was not politics to say that the
New Deal expects to steal the election as
the result of the soldier vote. No; that
is statesmanship.

I quote further:

The simple facts are that the White House
palace guard knows that the fourth-term
jig is up.

If the fourth-term jig is up, the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma and his Republican
colleagues ought to welcome Mr. Roose-
velt as a candidate. They are constantly
condemning the fourth term. Why are
they afraid of him? If they are not
afraid, they ought to say, “Thank God he
is going to run for a fourth term; he
will be just easy picking for us in 1944.”

The psychology of those on the Re-
publican side who constantly condemn a
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fourth term for Roosevelt is all wrong.
They admit they are afraid of him.

I continue reading:

That the pecple are determined next year

to rid themselves of the Roosevelt-Hopkins-
Frankfurter bureaucrats.

Imagine that—indicating that the
Hopkinses and the Frankfurters have
had something to do with the writing
of this bill. Shame on the Senator from
Oklahoma.

And the Lucas-Green bill for establish=-
ing a Federal ballot commission was a bold,
last-ditch effort to herd our American boys
into polling booths the world over and vote
them en bloc for the New Deal.

Oh, the Senator has confidence in the
Army and Navy at the present time to
take care of our boys all over the world.
But by this statement he condemns
every American officer in every camp in
this land and throughout the world and
charges them with conspiracy with this
administration to herd American sol-
diers into every camp and vote them en
bloc for New Deal candidates. The Sen-
ator has confidence in the Army and the
Navy to send the boys out to fight for
his country, but he does not have con-
fidence enough in them to give them a
ballot to vote. Yet he says that is not
politics.

The statement continues:

It proposed unblushingly that the Presi-
dent of the United States, who presumably
will be a candidate for a continuing term
in the White House, should be permitted
to run his own elections among 10,000,000
boys with no checkrein upon him.

Mr. President, that was all fought out
in the committee. It was all fought out
on the floor of the Senate, and a bill
was reported which practically was
agreeable to the majority, insofar as
soldier voting was concerned.

Mr. President, this fight is not over.
This is not the last of it. The fact that
the bill was defeated on the floor of the
Senate will return to plague someone,
somewhere, sometime, because the bill
is right; and the Senator, regardless of
what he may say, cannot so honeycomb
it with his sophistry of “palace guard”
and “New Deal,” as to destroy its solid
substance of right. You cannot defeat
right without having it catch up with
you in the long run. And some day,
somewhere, if these boys have not the
opportunity to vote, some one-armed
veteran from Italy or from some island
battle will be running against the Sen-
ator in Oklahoma and will remind him
of the time he was denied the right to
vote when he was over there saving his
country. He will throw his empty sleeve
into his face in that campaign, and he
will tell him about it. He will get results.

“Truth crushed to earth will rise
again.”

Mr, President, this is one of the most
vital issues with which the Congress has
ever had to deal. The issue is one which
goes to the fundamental principles of
right and free government,

I did not expect to say this much, As
the Senator fromr South Carolina said
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the other day, I may extend my remarks
at a later date.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED
BILL SIGNED

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
Speaker had affixed his signature to the
enrolled bill (8. 1576) to provide for the
extension of certain oil and gas leases,
and it was signed by the Vice Presi-
dent.

ELIMINATION OF PRIVATE SUITS ARISING
OUT OF FRAUDS AGAINST THE UNITED
STATES

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the report of the Committee of Con-
ference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 1203) to elimi-
nate private suits for penalties and dam-
ages arising out of frauds against the
United States.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the conference
report.

Mr, WHITE. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a guorum,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and
the following Senators answered to their
names:

Andrews Johnson, Calif. Robertson
Austin Langer Russell
Barkley Lucas Thomas, Idaho
Burton McClellan Thomas, Okla.
Caraway McKellar Thomas, Utah
Clark, Mo. Maybank Truman
Ellender Moore Van Nuys
Ferguson Murdock Walsh, N.J.
Green Murray Wherry
Gurney Nye White

Hill O'Mahoney

Holman Revercomb

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thirty-
four Senators have answered to their
names. There is not a quorum present.
The clerk will call the names of the
absent Senators.

The legislative clerk called the names
of the absent Senators, and Mr. BALL,
Mr. CarPER, Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. CHAVEZ,
Mr. McCArrRAN, Mr. MCFARLAND, Mr.
SMITH, Mr. WALLGREN, and Mr. WiLLIs
arswered to their names when called.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mc-
FarLAND in the chair). Forty-three Sen-
ators have answered to their names.
There is not a quorum present.

Mr, VAN NUYS. I move that the Ser-
geant at Arms be directed to request the
attendance of absent Senators.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Ser-
geant at Arms will execute the order of
the Senate.

After a little delay, Mr, BaiLey, Mr.
BANKHEAD, Mr., BREWSTER, Mr. BROOKS,
Mr. BusHFIELD, Mr. BUTLER, Mr. B¥RD,
Mr. CrArg of Idaho, Mr. CONNALLY, Mr.
Danager, Mr. Davis, Mr. DowNEY, Mr.
EASTLAND, Mr. GEORGE, Mr. GERrRY, Mr.
GILLETTE, Mr. GUFFEY, Mr. HatcH, Mr.
HAvDEN, Mr. JounsoN of Colorado, Mr.
Kircore, Mr. La FoLLETTE, Mr. LODGE,
Mr, Meap, Mr, MILLIKIN, Mr. OVERTON,
Mr. RADCLIFFE, Mr. TAFT, Mr, TUNNELL,
Mr. VANDENBERG, Mr. WaLsH of Massa-
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chusetts, and Mr. WHEELER entered the
Chamber and answered to their names.

Mr, HILL. I announce that the Sena-
tor from Washington [Mr. Bonel, the
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass], the
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Ma-
LoNEY], and the Senator from Texas [Mr.
O’'Danier] are absent from the Senate
because of illness.

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr.
Brisol, the Senator from North Carolina
[Mr. ReynowLps], the Senator from Ten-
nessee [Mr. StewarT], and the Seraator
from New York [Mr. WAGNER] are neces-
sarily absent.

The Senator from Nevada [Mr, ScrRuG-
HAM] is detained on public business.

The Senator from Florida [Mr. Per-
PER] is absent on official business, hold-
ing hearings in the State of Mississippi.

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Ty¥p-
mies] is detained in Maryland fulfilling
speaking engagements which he made
several weeks ago.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-
five Senators having answered to their
names, a quorum is present.

The question is on agreeing to the con-
ference report, [Putting the question.]
The “ayes” have it.

Mr. WHITE. Mr, President, what was
the question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question was on agreeing to the confer-
ence report.

Mr. WHITE. I ask that that vote be
vacated and reconsidered. The Senator
from North Dakota [Mr. LANGER] was on
the floor, ready to proceed, and did not
hear what was taking place.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the vote will be vacated.

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I had
been informed by the chairman of the
Committee on the Judiciary, the senior
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Van Nuys],
that he would speak for a few minutes
on the conference report. For that rea-
son, I was on the other side of the Cham-
ber, prepared to listen to him. In view
of the fact that the distinguished Sena-
tor from Indiana did not speak, I shall
now repeat the things he would hav
said if he had spoken. .

First, Mr. President, I call attention
to the CongressioNAL REcorp for Novem-
ber 27, 1942, when the senior Senator
from Indiana spoke as follows:

Mr. President, this bill, which is recom-
mended by the Department of Justice, is de-
signed to repeal an old law which was enacted
in 1863, having to do with the question of
private suits by individuals to recover dam-
ages for frauds committed against the Gov-
ernment.

The law of 1863 provided that any indi-
vidual having knowledge of frauds against
the Government could institute private suit
in his own name, together with the Govern-
ment, and, if a recovery was had, it was pos-
sible to recover the sum of $2,000 and all
damages proven, one-half of which went to
the private citizen instituting the suit. In
the congressional debate at the time the old
law was enacted In 1863 it was shown that
this was an inducement to coconspirators to
reveal to the Government alleged frauds.

Mr. President, I call the attention of
the Senate particularly to the date of
that speech by the senior Senator from
Indiana. The speech was delivered on
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the 27th day of November 1942, I par-
ticularly call the attention of the Sena-
tors now in the Chamber to that date—
November 27, 1942,

On July 8, 1943, the Senator from In-
diana made another speech on the floor
;Jf the Senate, from which I quote as fol-

oOWS:

Mr. President, the bill under consideration
passed the House last March, came to the
Benate, was referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary on April 2, and was reported favor-
ably on June 8. The bill was explained once
before by me on the floor of the Senate, and
I think Members of the Senate are more or
less familiar with its purpose and cbjectives.
Very briefly, its purpose is to amend a statute
enacted in 1863 during the progress of the
Civil War. The section of that war statute
proposed to be amended applies to what are
known as informer suits, which in substance
means that any individual may on behalf of
himself and the United States bring a suit
for damages growing out of alleged frauds
in connection with war contracts. The
statute further provides that the so-called
informer may receive half of the amount re-
covered.

There is no doubt that during the Civil
War the statute served a certain useful pur-
pose. It was enacted as an incentive or re-
ward for informers with respect to fradulent
contracts and false clalms filed by individuals
or corporations against the Government.
The statute has seldom been invoked in late
years. But there has been a mushroom
growth of such suits within the last 12
months. There are now 28 such suits pend-
ing, the total demands of which exceed
$100,000,000. One such suit was filed only
yesterday in Chicago for $35,000,000 against
ex-Vice President Dawes. The one who filed
the suit alleged that fraudulent claims were
made in connection with loans extended to
the Dawes bank by the R. F. C., a transac-
tion with which we are all familiar, The
suit is brought by a minor employee of the
Dawes bank, who refuses to inform the Gov-
ernment of any of the facts concerning which
he claims to have information, and refuses
to appear before a United States grand jury
and testify to the facts. He is shooting for
seventeen and one-half million dollars under
this infamous informer’'s statute.

Again, Mr. President, the distinguished
Senator from Indiana spoke on Septem-
ber 17 last. This time he spoke as fol-
lows:

Mr. President, I have twice gone over in
detail that aspect of the bill, once yesterday
and once before the Senate recessed. With-
out going into it at length now let me say
that the House bill now before the Senate
proposed to repeal the old statute of 1863 in
its entirety. The bill came to the Senate
Committee on the Judiciary, and after labor-
ing many days, as the Senator from Wiscon-
sin well knows, as he is a distinguished mem-
ber of the committee, the amendments sub-
mitted and now appearing in the bill were
agreed upon almost unanimously by the Com-
mittee on the Judiclary.

The bill is designed to prevent fraud upon
the part of racketeering informers and their
lawyers, running into milllons of dollars at
this time.

In 1863 the Government did not have an
P. B. I. with hundreds of trained investiga-
tors and agents all over the United States;
the office and staff of the Attorney General
were comparatively small; the Treasury De-
partment did not have agents and investi-
gators as it has today. So at that time the
Government was largely dependent upon in-
dividual informers to secure information as
to frauds being perpetrated on the Govern-
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ment, end such Informers were offered a
handsome reward of §0 percent of the recov-
ery for supplying the information.

I am not poing to say that all the inform-
ers and their attorneys are racketeers, but
the main purpose of the Judiciary Commit-
tee, in the days and days of hard work it put
on: the pending bill, was to protect the hon-
est informer. We have reduced from 50 per-
cent to not more than 10 percent the com-
pensation paid under recovery resulting from
a suit. The Senator from Montana [Mr.
Murray], I think, intends to offer an amend-
ment to increase that to 25 percent. I think
that is unnecessary. Ten percent is a rea-
sonable compensation when there are bil-
lions of dollars involved and there is an al-
luring prospect of obtaining loot, as I call it,
upon the part of some loose lawyers, not bona
fide informers at all, but racketeers and
blackmailers, if I may say so, for that is ex-
actly what they are, who file these suits and
then go to factories and corporations and
offer to compromise for a pittance, That is
ell they expected to get when they filed the
suit, and, if that does not smack of black-
mail, I do not know what it is. I have here-
tofore been all over this with Members of the
Senate, and we have agreed on practically
everything. The honest informer, the bona
fide informer, is adequately protected in the
bill.

Later on the same page the Senator
from Indiana continued:

If I had my full files here, I could cite a
dozen cases which smack of blackmail pure

and simple,
Answering the Senator’s question—

That is, the question of the Senator
from Missouri [Mr, CLARK]—
there is & man in his State, in St. Louis, by
ihe name of Coates, representing the Coates
Manufacturing Co. He discovered that there
was what he thought was a case which he
should bring under this informer’s statute,
He appeared before the full committee and
testified. That case had been on file for 2 or
3 years.

I ask Senators particularly to remem-
ber that language of the distinguished
Senator from Indiana, He said that the
Coates case had been on file for 2 or 3
years.

He had spent a considerable amount of
money in the prosecution and preparation
of the case. Mr. Tom Clark, who is an out-
standing, honest public official, was present,
and heard the testimony, and he told Mr.
Coates that he would not move to dismiss his
case, that he could prosecute it to a finish.

Mr. President, when this matter was
before the Senate on a previous occasion,
Mr. Coates was here. Mr. Coates is not
a lawyer. He is one of the outstanding
businessmen of the State of Missouri, re-
siding at St. Louis, Mo. He and his three
brothers are engaged in a manufacturing
business. INot one of them has ever been
arrested; not one of them has ever been
in jail, But, Mr. President, they obtained
from the United States Government a
contract which Mr. T. J. Pendergast
wanted. Mr, Pendergast wanted that
contract because there was involved the
sum of $100,000, and Mr. Pendergast,
who had just got out of the penitentiary,
wanted a part of that money.

Mr. President, I call upon the words
of the distinguished Senator from Indi-
ana himself. What I have to prove in
the first part of my brief talk to the Sen-
ate this afternoon I shall prove by the
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words of the distinguished chairman of
the Judiciary Committee himself,

When the Senator from Indiana spoke
on the floor of the Senate on November
27, there were exactly four cases pend-
ing. In every cne of those four cases
the plaintiffs had submitted the faects to
the Attorney General of the United
States; they had gone down on their
knees begging the Attorney General of
the United States to do his duty, and to
sue the crooks and racketeers who were
robbing the United States Government.
Only four cases were pending, namely,
the case involving Mr. Pendergast’s
brother-in-law in Missouri; the case in
New Jersey, in which Frank Hague's

| friends have now been sued by the Gov-

ernment for a million and a half dollars;
the Marcus against Hess case in Pitts-
burgh; and the Bausch & Lomb case, in-
volving $45,000,000, which was pending
in New York. There were four cases
pending. Where were the blackmailers?
Where were the racketeer lawyers who
have been mentioned?

I am sorry that the distinguished
senior Senator from Indiana has left the
Chamber.

I again asszrt that the statute which
Abraham Lincoln had passed in 1863
was to protect the Government, because
when Abraham Lincoln was President
of this country in 1863 he found that
when the Government advertised for
good guns it received rotten, no-good,
worn-out muskets. Abraham Lincoln
found that when the Government paid
for good horses it received old sway-
backed, spavined, no-gocd critiers.
Abraham Lincoln called in one of the
then Senators from Pennsylvania and
said, “We have got to do something to
protect the taxpayers of the United
States of America.”

Mr. President, the Congress enacted
that statute in 1863. I ask any Senator
to name one case, from 1863 until 1942,
in which the Attorney General of the
United States tried to enforce the stat-
ute. From the day the statute went on
the statute books to the present, the
Attorneys General, whether Democrats or
Republicans, fought it.

I have in my hand one of the most
famous cases of all, the Griswold case.
It shows how far the Attorney General
of the United States went in the 1880’s.
When William McKinley was President
Mark Hanna of Ohio said, “I do not care
who is President of this country; give
me the Attorney General and the Sec-
retary of the Treasury and you can have
the President.” Mark Hanna evidently
knew what he was talking about.

In the Griswold case a citizen of Ore-
gon, finding that the Government had
been defrauded, brought a lawsuit. He
obtained a judgment for approximately
$35,000. What did the crook, the racket-
eer who defrauded the Government in
those days do? He fought the case for
10 years. Before final judgment was
secured he transferred title to his prop-
erty. The plaintiff had to go to court
and have the fransfer set aside as being
invalid. After awhile he did so. The
plaintiff, mind you, paid his own lawyers,
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paid a!l his own expenses, and finally
obtained a judgment.

Mr. President, what do you suppose the
United States district attorney did? The
record is here. The case is reported in
volume 30 of the Federal Reporter at
page 762. Believe it or not, the entire
judgment was satisfied for $100. An ef-
fort was made to rob the taxpayer who,
at his own expense, obtained the judg-
ment. For a judement of $100 he had
to go to court to have the assignment
set aside, an assignment which had been
executed by the United States district
attorney with the consent of the then
Attorney General of the United States,

I said I would prove from the state-
ment of the Senator from Indiana that
his argument was unsound. I again
read a part of the language uttered by
the Senator when he spoke on the 17th
day of September 1943.

The Senator from Montana [Mr. MURRAY],
I think, intends to offer an amendment to
increase that to 25 percent. I think that is
unnecessary. Ten percent is a reasonable
compensation when there are billions of dol=
lars involved and there is an alluring pros=-
pect of obtaining loot, as I call it, upon the
part of some loose lawyer, not hona fide in-
formers at all, but racketeers and black-
mailers, if I may say so, for that is exactly
what they are, who file these suits and then
go to factories and corporations and offer to
compromise for a pittance. That is all they
expected to get when they filed the suit, and,
if that does not smack of blackmail, I do nct
know what it is,

Mr, President, all one has to do is to
read the old law and he will know that
what the distinguished senior Senator
frem Indiana said simply could not be
true. The Senator from Indiana, on the
17th of September, said in the Senate
that lawyers, whom he described as
blackmailers and racketeers, would bring
suit and then go to factories and cor-
porations and try to compromise for a
pittance, .

Mr. President, the law as it is now
written, which it is sought to wreck, ex-
pressly provides that a lawyer cannot
settle a case, that he cannot go to a fac-
tory or to a corporation and compro-
mise but must go to the Federal judge
and to the United States attorney, and
that a case cannot be compromised or
settled without the consent of the Fed-
eral judge. How could any lawyer black-
mail anybody when a lawsuit cannot be
settled or dismissed unless the Federal
judge, after investigation, consents?

The Senator from Indiana said on the
same day:

The bill—

That is the bill I am now discussing—

is designed to prevent fraud upon the part
cof racketeering informers and their lawyers
running into millions of dollars at this time,

Mr, President, I say that the pending
bill which seeks to repeal the present
law will protect scoundrels, crooks, and
profiteers who have illegally robbed the
taxpayers of this country. The best
procf of it is that before there was in-
stituted a single lawsuit, about which ad-
vocates of the bill now have so much to
say, or before an indictment was copied,
this original bill was introduced and was
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upon this floor away back in November
1942, more than a year ago. At that
time, Mr. President, in November 1942,
there were not any racketeering lawyers;
there could not have been because only
four lawsuits were pending and in the
case of all four of those lawsuits the At-
torney General had been notified time
and time again; the facts had all been
laid before him time and time again, and
what is more, the Attorney General had
refused to prosecute. -

Mr. President, I ask any Senator upon
this floor to name one lawsuit brought
under the Sherman Antitrust Act by the
Attorney General of this country since
that law has been on the statute books
and to name one man who has ever been
sent to the penitentiary anywhere in
America for violation of the act? I shall
not do it here, but if I were upon the
stump speaking or if I were debating
with someone outside the Senate Cham-
ber, I would gladly make an offer of $100
to anyone who could name just one.

We have read much in the newspapers
about trustbusters. When Theodore
- Roosevelt was President we all heard
about Frank B, Kellogg, the great trust-
buster. The truth is he did not put one
man in the penitentiary. We heard a
great deal about Kenesaw Mountain
Landis, that great judge, who fined the
Standard Oil Co. $29,000,000. Did he
put anybody in jail? Did he put one
single official of the Standard Oil Co.
in jail for violating the Antitrust Act?
Not one, Before I came to the Senate,
out upon the rolling prairies in North
Dakota I heard of another great trust-
buster, Thurman Arnold. He was the
man who was getting the headlines then.
It was not Landis, it was not Frank B.
Kellogg, of whom we then heard. They
had been rewarded; the headlines had
had their effect, and one had become
ambassador to England before he died,
and the other got a $75,000 job as base-
ball commissioner. Iam notsaying they
were dishonest; I am saying that the
headlines proclaiming them as great
trustbusters had had their effect. But
not a man did they send to the peniten-
tiary. }

When I came to Washington I
thought, of course, Thurman Arnold
would have the jails filled. One could
pick up the newspaper almost any night
and see that someone else was being
gsued. The Ford Motor Co., the Chrys-
ler Corporation, the General Motors
Corporation, all were sued. The claim
was that they had gotten together and
while purporting to ask 6 percent inter-
est on contracts, were, as a matter of
fact, charging 17 percent. The next
thing we knew apparently the companies
must have been in the right. We find a
plea of nolo contendere, and the case
was dead. t

So one day, Mr. President, the Presi-
dent of this country nominated Thur-
man Arnold to be a judge on the bench
of the Court of Appeals of the District of
Columbia. Being a member of the Ju-
diciary Committee, I asked that I might
have the privilege of examining Mr.
Arnold. Mr. Arnold appeared with a
group of his deputies, and I propounded
this question to him: “Mr., Arnold, did
you as Assistant Attorney General send
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one man to the penitentiary for viola-
tion of the antitrust act?” He replied
“Not one.” That is the kind of law en-
forcement we have had. The big boys
have run the show year after year, re-
gardless of whether there was a Repub-
lican President or a Democratic Presi-
dent; it did not make a bit of difference,
for none of the violators went to jail.

What has been the result? Mr, Presi-
dent, today a poor boy in the United
States of America has no hope of build-
ing up a large business for everything is
controlled by monopoly. Bootblacks, 5-
and-10-cent stores, drug stores, grocery
stores, banks—everything is chain,
chain, chain. If a young man, no mat-
ter how good his education may be,
starts out to make an honest living, the
first thing he has to do is to see the head
of some monopoly, and in times when we
are not at war he gets $65 or $75 or $80
or $90 a monfh. That is the result of
the nonenforcement of the Sherman
Anti-Trust Act,

Mr. President, the interests which are
behind this measure, the interests which
desire to overcome all that Abraham
Lincoln did, the interests which the sen-
ior Senator from Missouri [Mr. CLARK]
said a few weeks ago from this floor, had
one of the largest lobbies he had ever
seen in the whole time he had been in
the Senate—those interests stop at noth-
ing, They know no law. They know
nothing of morality, or honesty, or jus-
tice.

The Senator from Indiana himself has
said that Mr. Coates had such a good
case that Mr. Tom Clark said, after he
had heard the testimony, that he would
not move to dismiss his case, that he
could prosecute it to a finish. I refer
Senators to page 7609 of the REcorp of
September 17. Mr. Coates, being a nice,
young, gullible man, believed that.

What became of Mr. Coates? I ask
the distinguished junior Senator from
New York [Mr, Meapl, who is now act-
ing in the capacity of majority leader,
what became of Mr. Gordon Coates?
Mr. Gordon Coates, this young, out-
standing businessman from St. Louis,
who made such a good impression on the
Committee on the Judiciary that, instead
of giving him 10 minutes when he ap-
peared before them, gave him 2 hours,
this young man to whom Tom Clark, the
Assistant Attorney General, said, “Go
ahead; you can finish the case,” was
fighting Mr. T. J. Pendergast, and ap-
parently Mr. Pendergast, in jail or out
of jail, in the penitentiary or out, is just
ia.s powerful today as he ever was in his
ife.

First of all, Mr. President, I wish to
quote a short resume of the Coates case.
I will show what happened to poor Gor-
don Coates. -This was written Novem-
ber 22, by Gordon Coats:

NOVEMBER 22, 1943.
DEFENDANTS: MASSMAN CONSTRUCTION CO.,

AREETEX CERAMIC CORPORATION, ST. LOUIS

CLAY PRODUCTS CO., FRUIN-COLNON CONSTRUC-

TION CORPORATION, FRUCO CONSTRUCTION CO.

Re: Committee report on H. R. 1208,

DEAR SIR:—

Mr. Coates wrote this to me:

Dear Sir: This is to refresh your memory
concerning a case which was filed in the Fed-
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eral court against the above-named defend-
ants and which is affected by the change in
the Lincoln statute. We cooperated with the
Government and gave them 9 months-in
which to act against the above defendants
before filing our case.

I particularly want the distinguished
junior Senator from New York to listen
to this. He is sitting here in the capacity
of acting leader. I want him to know
what has happened to the Democratic
Party, formerly the liberal party of the
United States. I want him to defend it
if he can.

Mind you, Mr. President, here is an
outstanding young man, who never went
to jail, who never was arrested, a college
man, who, with his three brothers, has a
flourishing business, with econnections
with almost every country in the world.
They get a contract from the United
States Government, and this is what
happens to it:

In proceeding against these men I was well
aware of the fact that the Massman Co. of
Eansas City was financially interlaced with
the T. J. Pendergast organization of that city.
The source of this information is Dun &
Bradstreet Inc.

The Massman Co., was one of the general
contractors building the St. Louis ordnance
plant. I was also aware of the fact that the
former Governor of Illincis, John Stelle—

A Democrat, who was elected as Lieu-
tenant Governor on the Democratic
ticket, and succeeded to the governor-
ship of Illinois on the death of Governor
Horner—

Wwho is president of the Arketex Ceramic Cor-
poration, had a large loan from the R. F. C,

Listen to this. I know that is not
nice for some to listen to, but it is true:

Our materials were specified by name by
the architect for use in this plant. Our bid
was filed on time and we were the low bidder
and were awarded the contract, We fur-
nished the first carloads of material and
were paid for the same. Approximately 14
days after the closing date a bid was sub-
mitted by the St. Louls Clay Products Co. on
the Arketex Ceramic Corporation's material,
The St. Louls Clay Products Co. charged ap=
proximately $92,000 more than our bid price.

Mr. President, what do you suppose
happened? I am sure the distinguished
junior Senator from New York could not
even guess. This is what happened:

After submitting a belated bid this com-
Ppany failed to deliver the material and this
delayed the completion of the buildings.

We were called in then, in September and
October, to furnish the material to complete
this job. Their failure to supply this mate=
rial delayed completion of a vital war plant.
During this period the St. Louis Clay Prod-
ucts Co. furnished material for several
private jobs.

As I understand it, the main reason for
this law is to give the Attorney General the
protection to exercise his rights in these
cases, but it was never the intent to en-
croach upon the right of a private citizen
to act as a true informer.

Suit was brought, and I have here a
photostatic copy of the rating in Dun &
Bradstreet, showing the connection of
Mr, T. J. Pendergast. This is a photo-
stalic copy, the original being in the
hands of the Attorney General of the
United States. Mr. Massman is a part-
ner of T. J. Pendergast. Eight hundred
thousand dollars of graft; $800,000 of the

-~
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taxpayers’ money gone. And when this
young man brought suit, after he had
gone to the Attorney General for 9
months begging him to bring suit, he
finally came to Washington. I know
that the distinguished Senator from New
York, who is the acting majority leader,

will be glad to know what happened to |

Mr. Coates, and I shall tell him. They
did not want him around Washington.
They did not want him around anywhere,
So they said, “We know where to put
him. We will put him in the Army and
get rid of him.”

Put him in the Army, Mr. President,
and get rid of him. This man who at
his own expense, was trying to save $800,-
000 of the money of the taxpayers of the
country, So on December 11 Mr, Coates
wrote me as follows:

DeAr SENATOR LANGER: One of the most
shocking things that ever happened to me
occurred this week. Representative CosTELLO,
of California, member of the House Military
Affairs Committee, wrote Col. C. C. Earp,
head of the Belective Service Board of Mis-
sourl, requesting a review of my draft classi-
fication. .

My board of Webster Groves, Mo, com-
plied with Colonel Earp's request and my file
was sent to him and he in turn sent it to the
appeal board and they placed me in 1-A. I
was never given a voice in this matter and
I never requested that my draft status be
appealed. Over this action my local board
has felt that they were entirely bypassed
and that this matter was never duly taken up
with them.

Mr. President, if this kind of thing is
countenanced what is the use of a local
draft board at all? When a man comes
here and petitions, as he has a right to
do in this country, when he comes here
to the Senate and to the House of Repre-
sentatives, Mr. Pendergast, whether he
be in the asylum, the penitentiary, or
whether he be out on a suspended sen-
tence, can reach his long, long arm, not
1 mile, not 10 miles, not a hundred miles,
but over a thousand miles, from St.
Louis, Mo., to Washington. That long
arm and hand can pick up this brave
young man who offered to go to war
sometime ago, and take him by the nape
of the neck. This crook, this scoundrel,
this man who has gone to the peniten-
tiary because it was proven that he h_ad
defrauded the taxpayers of Missouri—
this man Pendergast can reach his long
arm from St. Louis, Mo., and take by
the nape of the neck this fine young
college boy, this young man who is mar-
ried and has two children, this man who
never tried to avoid the draft, simply
because he tries to fizht for the interest
of the taxpayers of the country. Mr. T. J.
Pendergast is powerful enough and has
sufficient influence to take this young
man from Washington and put him in
the United States Army, so that Mr,
Pendergast may be safe, and he and his
associates may reach into the money of
the taxpayers of this country, and scrape
up a lousy $800,000.

Mr, President, I know the distinguished
junior Senator from New York well. I
am proud to be a friend of his. I do not
believe the Senator from New York would
countenancé this sort of thing for one
single moment, and I do not think the
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overwhelming majority of Senators
would countenance it if they knew about
it. But they are not now present. They
will not know about it. ‘They are going
to vote with the majority of the com-
mittee.

‘We have the same kind of trouble, Mr.
President, with any liberal movement
which starts out fine, as did this liberal
movement in 1933, Ah, Mr, President, in
my lifetime I have had much experience
with so-called liberal movements. I have
seen men in liberal movements and or-
ganizations with the highest ideals, but
after they have been in the movements
for a year or 2 or 3 years, they have be-
come mixed up with attorneys for the
public-utility companies, or mixed up
with other persons whe can make use of
their acquaintanceship with those at the
head of the liberal movements, in order
fo betray them.

Mr. President, the movement origi-
nated by Franklin Roosevelt started out
well. When he was inaugurated he said,
“I am going fo drive the money changers
out of the temple.” Those words in-
spired the youth of America. Those
words led the common people of this
country to believe that at last we had a
man in the White House who was going
to fight for the unprivileged one-third.

Now, Mr. President, what do we find?
We find Nelson Rockefeller, old John
D.’s grandson, an integral part of the
administation. We find Harriman, with
his $100,000,000, representing Franklin
Delano Roosevelt in Russia, We find
Hague of New Jersey, Kelly of Chicago,
Pendergast of Missouri, all part and par-
cel of the administration.

The only reason why I voted for the
confirmation of Thurman Arnold was
that Thurman Arnold was honest. He
was honest, and he wanted to get out
and to get away from this administra-
tion just as fast as he could.

Mr, President, what would you think
if you were Thurman Arnold, and if, in
good faith, you had brought a lawsuit
against the three largest oil companies
in the United States, and Professor Clark
of Yale University had entered the case
in connection with the prosecution, and
then a man wrote to you and said, “I
have some evidence; I want to be sure
that the oil companies are not going to
come forward some day, when I am not,
around, and plead nolo contendere.”
Mr. President, only a few weeks ago I
had printed in the Recorp Mr. Thur-
man Arnold’s letter showing that he
said, “This case will never be settled un-
less Congress is notified.”

Then, in 1941, on a beautiful day, a
day when the sun was shining nicely,
Mr. Arnold sued 18 more oil compa-
nies—21 all together—and the amount
which he said they had taken was

'$1,500,000,000. What happened? Those

oil companies were sued at 10 o’clock
in the morning on the 21st of December,
Believe it or not, at 2 o’clock in the after-
noon of the same day they were before
a judge in Washington, pleading nolo
contendere. Not one went to jail; not
one paid a single penny of fine. Two
Assistant Attorneys General resigned,
because they would not stultify them-

10699

selves by signing the stipulation. A bil-
lion five hundred million dollars. Mr.
President, I will say to the everlasting
credit of the Senator from Iowa [Mr.
GiLLerTeE] that when the Senator from
TIowa found out about it, he rose from his
seat on the floor of the Senate and con-
demned the entire transaction.

Mr, President, I do not know; I am
not in the inner council; but the rumor
is and has been that one leading Republi-
can, a man who formerly was a member
of a Republican Cabinet, got $100,000,
and that two men who formerly had
been on the Democratic ~entral com-
mittee got $100,000 apiece—a deal so
rotten that, after two Assistant Attor-
neys General resigned, when the stipu-
lation was laid before the judge in Wash-
ington, the judge was so horrified that
he szid, “Well, this must be Christmas
time.” -

Thus have the interests of the people
of the country been protected.

But, Mr. President, more than that,
other developments have occurred. I
picked up a copy of the Saturday Evening
Post for this week. In it there is an
article entitled “White House Dormi-
tory.” Mind you, Mr. President, scores
of good American citizens who fought for
the President, who helped him, are no
longer with him. Out of all that group
about the only one left is Harry Hopkins.
Harry Hopkins! Mr, President, this
country is 150 years old, but I will venture
the assertion that during the last 2 or 3
years we have had in Washington more
kings and queens, dukes and duchesses,
princes and princesses, ex-kings and ex-
queens, ex-dukes and ex-duchesses, and
ex-princes and ex-princesses than came
here during all the other 147 or 148 years
put together. Indeed, Mr. President, one
must take care. When these people
come to Washington it is not as if a
farmer from North Dakota or from else-
where in the Northwest came to Wash-
ington. A farmer or a labor leader or a
small businessman could sleep anywhere,
If a house were not available he could
sleep at a tourist camp, certainly.

I was always under the impression that
we gave the President of the country a
salary—$75,000 a year. He is also given
$400,000 for expenses for entertainment
purposes. I know that if the figures I
have stated are not correct, the distin-
guished junior Senator from New York
will help me; I know he will correct me.
I know he is engaged in a very confi-
dential conversation with the distin-
guished junior Senator from Louisiana,
I wish I were a part of it buteunfortu-
nately I am not. However, if my state-
ment was not correct, if the President -
has not been receiving half a million
dollars a year for salary and for enter-
taining, I know the distinguished junior
Senator from New York will correct me.

So, Mr. President, we have the Presi-
dent of the United States, Mr. Roosevelt,
in the White House, but he gives his house
away to Mr. Hopkins, and Mr. Hopkins
has his quarters there. Mr. Hopkins lives
there, Mr, Hopkins! Mr. Hopkins is in
the White House. So, when some of

. these kings and queens, ex-kings and ex-

queens, dukes and duchesses, ex-dukes
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and ex-duchesses, and all the rest of
them came to Washington, there was no
recom for them in the White House.
‘What was to be done about it? That was
simple. It was said, “We will buy an-
other house. What kind of a house are
we going to get? Get a good one—not
only buy a house, but get all the furni-
ture. Not only get all the furniture, but
get all the silver. Not only get al] the
silver, but get all the carpets. Buy it
just the way it stands. However, even
though we buy it all, who is going to
take care of it? We will buy the serv-
ants with the house, buy the people who
run the house, right along with the
house—buy them all.”

Mr. President, that is what they did.
They bought the Blair House, No. 1651
Pennsylvania Avenue, near the White
House, right across the street from the
office of the Secretary of State. Buy it,
We must see that kings and ex-kings,
duchesses and ex-duchesses, princesses
and ex-princesses are taken care of. The
soldier boys can sleep in Union Station
on the floor. They can sleep on the hard
benches. When I led the fight here
a while ago to convert the old Senate ga-
rage into a place where soldier boys
might sleep, Representative ToLAN and I
got no cooperation. ILet the soldiers
sleep anywhere. What of it? But we
must take care of kings and ex-kings,
gueens and ex-queens, and all their chil-
dren. Let me read what excellent care is
being taken of gueens and ex-queens,
kings and ex-kings. This is from the
Saturday Evening Post of December 11,
1943. Of course, the distinguished junior
Senator from New York is busily occcupied
in confidential conversation, and cannot
listen, but I am sure he knows all about
this anyway. I have not the least doubt
that he has been a guest at Blair House.
A man with his distinguished presence
has undoubtedly met all the kings,
ex-kings, queens, and ex-queens, prin-
cesses and ex-princesses who have
stayed there, because New York is a great
State, and, of course, a man who repre-
sents New York State would be invited
there. One day the Senator was at my
hotel. He was in a hurry to get away. I
have not the least doubt he had an en-
gagement at Blair House.

Reading from a Saturday Evening Post
article:

When a real king is on the lam, as kings
s0 often are these days, a likely place to find
him is at Blair House in Washington, Blair
House, which bears the name of the distin-
guished American family that once oceupied
it, is a creami-colored Georgian mansion of
four stori®s, with a white Ionic portico and
green shutters. It stands across from the

State Department at No. 1651 Pennsylvania
Avenue.

I now skip a little, and come to one
of the first kings.

It was pure jail for King Peter of Yugo-
slavia, who was only 18 when be visited
the United States in the summer of 1842,
King Peter was eager 3o absorb American
life on the fly, and In New York he got it in
heavy doses. * * * He arrived in Wash-
ington, however, 3 days before his appointed
visit with the President, and it was neces=
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sary for him meanwhile to pretend that he
wasn't there,

It must be hard work to be in a place
and to pretend you are not there. For 3
days the young king was here, but pre-
tended that he was not here,

The young king's embassy bought him a
convertible coupe, and he had a grand time
zipping along the highways of Virginia like
any American brat his age. But girls were
what interested King Peter most about the
American scene.

At Blair House, he spent many lonesome
hours staring out the window at the female
saplings strolling past. One evening—

I knew I would have the attention of
the distinguished junior Senator from
New York—

One evening, unable to stand it any longer,
he tried to slip out and go to a night club—
incognito, of course. A young friend of his
in the State Department, who had some good
telephone numbers, agreed to escort him,
and together they made for the door. Un-
happily, an eagle-eyed attaché of the Yugo-
slay Embassy caught them ang Klng Peter
was sent to bed instead.

The article then tells about King
George, of Greece. It is most interesting.
The same lady, Mrs, Geaney, who was
bought with the house, still operates the
place.

I now turn to page 74. It is most
interesting. I know that the distin-
guished junior Senator from New York
will be interested in this.

Speaking of Blair House, the article
says:

When the house is vacant, asg'it usually is—

If Harry Hopkins were not in the
White House, distinguished guests could
be taken care of in the White House;
but Harry is still there. I notice from a
newspaper clipping that the Hopkinses
are preparing to move pretty soon. They
are remodeling a house over in George-
town. Although the farmers of North
Dakota cannot get lumber even to re-
pair a chicken coop, Harry is having no
trouble in getting all the material he
needs to remecdel his house in George-
town. The Hopkinses are exXpected to
move pretty soon., I do not know just
on what date they are expected to move
from the White House, but I under-
stand it is to be soon, In the meantime,
kings and ex-kings, queens and ex-
queens, dukes and ex-dukes, duchesses
and ex-duchesses, must be taken care of
at the Blair House. Of course, when
Queen Wilhelmina comes, there will be
no difficulty. I understand that she
owns the largest apartment house in
Washington, the Westchester Apart-
ments, with 2,500 rooms; but the United
States taxpayers had to buy a house to
entertain her, so Blair House was bought,

Continuing with the Saturday Evening
Post article:

When the house is vacant, as it usually is,
there is a single policeman on guard at the
entrance to the house next door. < When
guests are present, however, two pol!cemen.
stand on the Blair House stoop, and on either
side of Pennsylva.nla. are a number of husky
young men who seem to have nothing to do
but stare at pasaera-hg.
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The article then tells about a beauti-
ful young lady who got in there at one
time. I shall not take the time of the
Senate to tell about that incident.

The article tells about whom they have
to operate this place.

Blair House has no permanent staff of
gervants. Whenever a visiting mission is
expected, Mrs, Geaney simply notifies a list
of stand-bys, and they come to work ig the
house on a temporary basis, Usually seven
persons, in addition to Mrs. Geaney and Paul
Washington, the negro janitor, suffice to run
the house when guests are present. They
include Andre Gerard, the chef, and his
assistant, two butlers—

They must take care of the queens,
princesses, duchesses, kings, and all the
rest of them, so they have Mrs. Geaney
and Paul Washington, the negro janitor.
Then they have Andre Gerard, the chef,
and his assistant, two butlers, one parlor
maid, and two chambermaids. If two
guests are there at the same time, there
is a chambermaid to make up the bed of
each of them. That is why there are two
chambermaids. :

The maids come a day or two early to put
the house in order for the new arrivals, and

remain a day or two afterward to clean up
after their departure.

There are two maids, and they come
there a day or two ahead. After the
guests have gone, they stay a day or two
to clean up.

Only when guests require special services
are additional employees needed. So far they
have been needed only on two or three ccca-
sions when unusually large receptions or
dinners were given.

Mr. President, who pays for those din-
ners which the kings and ex-kings, dukes
and ex-dukes, duchesses and ex-duch-
esses, princesses and ex-princesses, give?
When they arrive in Washington, they
are met at the train by a beautiful car,
and taken to Blair House.

The king or ex-king, can give any kind
of a party he wants to. Who pays for it?
We will find out. I continue reading:

Though visiting dignataries have been en-
couraged to treat Blair House as they would

their own homes, to have breakfast in bed if
they feel so inclined—

Yes, let them go to bed and sleep and
sleep and sleep until the day is all gone,
and then they are ready for another
nightelub party.

To have breakfast in bed if they feel so in-
clined, and to do all the entertaining they
wish at State Department expense,

A farmer in the Northwest gets up at
4 o'clock in the morning, and goes out
when it is 20 degrees below zero and pulls
the tows’ teats so that he can get a little
milk, a little butterfat, in order to keep
his family alive. He is paying for Blair
House so that kings and ex-kings, queens
and ex-queens, can sleep and sleep.
And in a few minutes I will tell Senators
what beautiful furniture they sleep on.,

Though they can have breakfast in
bed if they feel so inclined—
and to do all the entertaining they wish at
State Department expense, they have all
proved relatively modest in their desires,
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They usually give a press-radio conference,
a state reception, and a dinner for their na=
tionals,

That means that if Prince George of
Greece were here he could invite all his
nationals, and he could invite every
Greek whose address he knew to come to
Blair House and have a good time, and
the taxpayers of the United States
would pay for it.

I continue reading:

They usually give a press-radio confer-
ence, a state reception, and a dinner for their
nationals, and one or more smaller dinners
for their friends, depending on the length of
their stay. The average length of a visit 1s
5 days.

L] L] L] - .

Most of the Latin-American guests have
preferred to rise at 10, to have late meals,
and to retire very late. Some of them re-
tired so late, in fact, that they customarily
had breakfast just before going to bed.

That is sitting.up pretty late. I know
that is later than the distinguished
junior Senator from Louisiana sits up.
I have known him for a long time. He
goes to bed early. But in the article
from which I am reading, it is said that
the guests at Blair House sleep until 10
o’clock in the morning.

Some of them retired so late, in fact, that
they customarily had breakfast just before
going to bed.

Blair House guests are served their meals
on fine china and with magnificent silver-
‘ware.

I wonder if Haile Selassie of Ethiopia
had all these fine doings when he was
here. The article continues:

In the butler's pantry are some 300 pieces
of rare Lowestoft—

I do not know what that is, but, of
course, any Democrat could tell us what
it is—
supplemented with secondary sets of French
and English ware, all of it gilted and painted
by hand.

An ordinary plate would not be good
enough for an ex-queen, oran ex-king, or
an ex-prince, or an ex-princess. Com-
mon ordinary china, the kind which an
ordinary Senator would eat off, of
course, would not be good enough.
They have 300 pieces and they are all
painted by hand. I continue reading:

Besides, there Is a set of 24 game plates.

It would not do to have an ordinary
plate on which, for example, there
might be served a hot dog or a ham=-
burger. It would not do to use such a
plate for a meal in which quail was
served. So, over in the magnificent
Blair House, when they serve game, they
have an entirely different set of dishes.
I again read:

In the hutler's pantry are some 300 pieces
of rare Lowestoft, supplemented with sec-
ondary sets of French- and Englishware, all
of it gilded and painted by hand. Besides,
there is a set of 24 game plates, each painted
with a delectable stil] life of quall, grouse,
pheasant, or some other fowl.

They are not satisfied with merely eat-

ing quail or pheasant, but they have the
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birds painted by hand on the plate so
that the kings and ex-kings, queens and
ex-queens, and duchesses may enjoy the
meals.

The china is stored in unlocked cabinets.

Oh, I tell you, Senators, Mrs. Geaney
is a smart woman. She is not going to
trust the silverware with any of those
kings and ex-kings, dukes and ex-dukes,
who come around, without locking it up,
so she has a burglar-proof vault in order
that no one can walk off with the silver-
ware. She locks it up. She is a smart
woman.

The china is stored in unlocked cabinets,
but Mrs. Geaney keeps the silverware locked
up in a burglar-proof vault behind the pan-
try. Before each dinner of state, she opens the
combination lock of the steel door and cere-
moniously hands out the silver to the staff.
¢ * » The silver is said to be worth in
excess of $25,000.

Mr. President, that is more than the
sharecroppers have on an average in the
great State of Mississippi. I was down
there one time and I did not find a single
place where a sharecropper had silver-
ware of the value of $25,000. But at
Blair House the silverware is said to be
worth in excess of $25,000.

Most of it is of English and Early Ameri-
can workmanship—plain large knives and
three-tined forks with solid silver pistol
handles, like those of derringers.

I tell you, Mr. President, that is some
silver.

There are solid silver candlesticks of every
description and three tankards from the
hand of Paul Revere.

Oh, old Paul Revere! How happy he
would be if he knew that as a blacksmith
he had forged three tankards which are
now in Blair House and from which every
visiting king and ex-king, every queen
and ex-queen, prince and ex-prince, and
every duke and ex-duke may drink.

Mrs. Geaney says that a collector once
offered $5,000 for the largest Revere tankard.

Just one little tankard, and the col-
lector offered $5,000 for it. Of course,
she said she did not sell it.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a question?

THE PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TuN-
NeLL in the chair). Does the Senator
from North Dakota yield to the Senator
from Maine?

Mr. LANGER. I yield.

Mr. WHITE. I wonder if the Senator
will indicate how long it will take to con-
clude his remarks?

Mr. LANGER. It will take me some
time. In fact, I have just got a good
start.

Mr, WHITE. Would the Senator be
agreeable to a recess being taken at this
time if there be an understanding that
he may continue when the Senate re-
convenes tomorrow?

Mr. LANGER. I am agreeable.

Mr. WHITE. May I ask the Senator
from Louisiana if it is agreeable to him?

Mr, ELLENDER. It is.

Mr. WHITE. The understanding is
that the Senator from' North Dakota
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will have the floor when the Senate
meets tomorrow ?

Mr. ELLENDER. Yes.

Mr. WHITE. Very well.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. ELLENDER. I move that the
Senate proceed to the consideration of
executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Senate proceeded to the consideration
of executive business.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TuN-
NELL in the chair) laid before the Sen-
ate messages from the President of the
United States submitfing several nom-
inations, which were referred to the ap-
propriate committees.

(For nominations this day received,
see the end of Senate proceedings.)

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there
be no reports of committees, the clerk
will proceed to call the nominations on
the calendar.

POSTMASTERS

The legislative clerk read the nomina=-
tion of Gladys B. Kyle to be postmaster
at Rogersville, Tenn.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, the nomination is con-
firmed.

THE ARMY

The legislative clerk proceeded to read
sundry nominations in the Army.

Mr. ELLENDER. I ask thatthe nom-
Ellations in the Army be confirmed en

oc.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, the Army nominations
are confirmed en bloe.

THE NAVY

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tions of Willard A. Kitts 3d to be rear ad-
miral, while serving s Assistant Chief of
the Bureau of Ordnance.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

Mr. ELLENDER. I ask unanimous
eensent that the President be immediate-
ly notified of all confirmations of today.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the President will be notified
forthwith.

RECESS

Mr. ELLENDER. As in legislative ses-
sion, I move that the Senate take a re-
cess until 12 o’clock noon tomorrow.

The imotion was agreed to; and (at §
o'clock p. m.) the Senate took a recess
un.il tomorrow, Thursday, December 16,
1943, at 12 o’clock meridian,

NOMINATIONS
. Executive nominations received by the
Senate December 15, 1943:
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Hugh B. Cox, of the District of Columbia,

to be Assistant Solicitor General of the
United States, vice Hon. Oscar 8. Cox,
resigned.

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE
George Hofferbert, of Baltimore, Md., to be
collector of internal revenue for the Distriet
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of Maryland, in place of M. Hampton
Magruder, resigned.
IN THE MARINE CORPS

Lt. Gen. (temporary) Alexander A. Vande-
grift to be the Commandant of the Marine
Corps with the rank of lleutenant general for
& period of 4 years from the 1st day of Janu-
ary 1944,

Col. Merritt A. Edson to be a brigadier gen-
eral in the Marine Corps, for temporary serv-
ice, from the 1st day of December 1943.

CONFIRMATIONS
Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate December 15, 1943:
"~ IN THE ARMY
APPOINTMENTS IN THE REGULAR ARMY
To be first lieutenants, Medical Corps |
William Ward Currence
Raymond Joseph Getz
Avery Parsons King
Frank Wisner Lynn
Lester John Olson
Richard Coffman Shrum
To be first lieutenant, Dental Corps
Clare William Sauser
To be chaplain, with rank of first lieutenant
James Joseph McMahon
APPOINTMENT, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR
ARMY
- To Corps of Engineers
First Lt. Mathew Valois Pothler
PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY
To be colonels, Medical Corps
Lucius Kennedy Patterson
Charles Robert Mueller
Charles Fletcher Davis
Clarence Mansfield Reddig
To be major, Medical Corps
Clifford Gordon Blitch
To be captain, Medical Corps
Joseph Arthur Gautsch
Albert Robert Larchez
William Thayer 8mith
To be colonel, Dental Corps
Daniel SBumner Lockwood
To be captain, Dental Corps
Eenneth Cheney DeGon
To be colonel, Chaplains
Claude Skene Harkey
To be captlain, Chaplains
Leslie Albert Thompson
TEMPORARY SERVICE IN THE Navy
Willard A. Kitts 3d to be rear admiral,
while serving as Assistant Chief of the Bu-
reau of Ordnance, to rank from December 1,
1943,
POSTMASTER
TENNESSEE

Gladys B. Kyle, Rogersville,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 15, 1943

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera
Montgomery, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

O Immanuel, through whom we are
made heirs of the living God, direct our
thoughts and cleanse our hearts that
Thy will may be magnified in all our
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labors. Give us plenteously of Thy wis-
dom and grace that we may not forget
the source of Him who built this world
in order.

Grant the Congress such understand-
ing that makes error difiicult, the light
that makes darkness fade, and the bread
of Heaven that quickens the best im-
pulses of our souls. We pray that the
devotion to our country may be as a
sacred flame dedicating ourselves to
righteous duty and authority and above
all to the authority of a righteous and a
just God. We pray that our daily de-
meanor may be consistent and in har-
mony with those precepts our mothers
taught us when we made their knees the
altars of our young hearts. Pour Thy
redemptive grace into all breasts with
that beautiful and sincere simplicity
which is the terminal point of all human
progress. In these approaching days,
O let the moral beauty and the spiritual
excellence of Jesus of Nazareth be re-
vealed unto us. In His holy name,
Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-
terday was read and approved.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that my col-
league, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
Branpl, may have permission to extend
his own remarks in the Recorp and in-
clude therein remarks at the ceremony
of the one hundred and sixty-second
anniversary of the surrender of York-
town, Va., on October 19, 1943.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so erdered.

There was no objection,

Mr, WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my own remarks on two subjects,
in one to include an address by Admiral
Vickery, of the Maritime Commission,
and in the other to include an address
by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr,
RoperTsoN] at Roanoke, Va.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY BUSINESS
DISPENSED WITH

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that Calendar
Wednesday business in order today may
be dispensed with.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr, Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in two instances; in one to in-
clude a letter from the Veterans of For-
eign Wars and in the other a letter from
Mr. Mersfelder of the Kansas City Life
Insurance Co.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

AMENDMENT OF NATIONALITY LAWS
1940—CONFEREES APPOINTED
Mr, DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
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Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 2207) to
amend the Nationality Act of 1940, with
Senate amendments; disagree to the
Senate amendments and ask for a con-
ference.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the genfleman from New
York? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears
none and appoints the following confer-
ees: Messrs, DICKSTEIN, LEsINskI, and
Mason. -

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the REcorp by including therein
a speech I made at Philadelphia.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered. X

There was no objection.

ADMISSION OF REFUGEES TO THE
UNITED STATES

Mr, DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute,

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

[Mr, DicksTEIN addressed the House.
His remarks appear in the Appendix.]

THE FIRE INSURANCE BUSINESS

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
my own remarks.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered,

There was no objection.

Mr. LYNCH, Mr., Speaker, serious
charges have been made in connection
with the conduct of the business of fire
insurance, and in order that Congress
may be able to intelligently pass on this
question I have today introduced a reso-
lution calling for the appointment of a
special committee to investigate the en-
tire matter.

The Honorable Louis H. Pink, a direc-
tor of one of the largest insurance com-
panies and until recently superintendent
of insurance for the State of New York,
had this to say:

A review of fire insurance rating systems
reveals two weaknesses—(1) lack of proper

statistical information, and (2) rating meth-
ods unsupported by statistical experience.

This criticism by one of the best quali-
fied insurance authorities in the United
States has not, to my knowledge, been
disputed or denied. A study of the hear-
ings being conducted by another body
would justify the appointment of this
special committee, .

The insurance companies do an an-
nual business running into hundreds of
millions of dollars and this business is
done in all the States of the Union. It
seems to me that it is most important not
only for the insurance companies them-
selves but for the public to know exactly
upon what basis and by whom fire-insur-
ance rates are established. If this in-
quiry is had it will be a fair and impartial
one, with the one object in mind of ob-
taining the necessary information as to
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the manner in which the fire-insurance
business is conducted.

THE THIERAN CONFERENCE

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
my own remarks.

The SPEAKER.
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, nothing
that we say here today can add or de-
tract from the great accomplishment of
the Roosevelt, Stalin, Churchill confer-
ence. But it is only fitting that this body
give recognition to what may be one
of the most important meetings in the
history of mankind.

The meeting between these three
chosen leaders of their respective nations
is a personal triumph for our President
and Commander in Chief. Without his
courageous leadership, his vision, his be-
lief in world humanity and cooperation
this meeting would probably never have
taken place. It has always been his be-
lief that if the chosen leaders of the
various countries could get together,
face to face, that they could solve their
differences, and could propose better
plans for the ratification of their peoples
than could be done through the medium
of lesser officials. The results of this
meeting have borne him out. It is in-
deed a personal triumph for the Presi-
dent. But it is more. This meeting can
be the beginning of world cooperation to
prevent war in fact, not just in desire.
It presents an opportunity for all nations
who are desirous of the common good to
work out their destinies in a cooperative
manner. It is an opportunity that this
Nation cannot afford to let go undevel-
oped. America cannot afford to let
mental reservations, fear, or the sway
of little minds sabotage the possibilities
of this conference.

The statement of the conference has
struck the keynote to future world peace
and cooperation. This is the theme for
the future, I quote:

We shall seek the cooperation and active
participation of all nations, large and small,
whose peoples in heart and mind are dedi-
cated, as are our own peoples, to the elimina-
tion of tyranny and slavery, oppression and
intolerance.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. IZAC. Mr, Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my own remarks
in the Recorp and include therein an
essay written by a young constituent of
mine,

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection,

Mr. SHEPPARD, Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend in the
Recorp an address by Sumner Welles
which appeared in the Washington Post
of December 15.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered. )

There was no objection.

Without objection it
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THE INSURANCE BILL

Mr. LAFOLLETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 1 minute,.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. LAFOLLETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to explain a situation for the
benefit of the Members, who may be fol-
lowing the controversy in which I am
currently engaged with the proponents of
H. R. 3270, the insurance bill. Through
no fault of the gentleman from Con-
necticut [Mr. MiLLer] nor of my own,
I was not present when he delivered his
speech yesterday, December 14, as a pro-
ponent of that legislation. I was at-
tending the hearings of the Judiciary
Committee of the other body on exactly
the same legislation pending there.

I addressed the House on December
13 on this subject, but the gentleman
from Connecticut, although present,
did not have my revised and extended
remarks of that date before him at the
time he addressed the House on the
insurance legislation on- December 14,
but only the extension that appeared
in the Appendix on December 9 at
page AbB3TT.

I should like to add that I gave each
Member of the House Judiciary Commit-
tee 3 days' personal written notice that

on December 13, under special order, I -

would defend my remarks appearing in
the Appendix of the REcorp on December
9. No member of that committee who
favors H. R. 3270 appeared. I want
those Members to know that I recognize
the old “brush off” when I see it. They
cannot destroy the correctness of my
legal position with a “brush off.” I just
do not want them to think I am so dumb
I did not recognize it. I am not that
dumb. ’

I have only had a chance to glance
at the remarks of the gentleman from
Connecticut [Mr. MiLLer]l. In the first
two paragraphs he says, first, that I use
too many words; and, second, that what
I have said is irrelevant and immate-
rial. As to the second charge, other Re-
publican lawyers equally as competent
as the gentleman from Connecticut hold
otherwise.

As to the first, let me say to the gentle-
man from Connecticut that it takes
much more powder to fire a 155-milli-
meter howitzer than it does to fire a 20-
gage shotgun. The shell of the first is far
more destructive than the pellets of the
latter. The armor of truth is imper-
vious to pellets.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. BURDICK. Mr. Speaker, I rise
for a double purpose: I ask unanimous
consent to extend my own remarks on
the subject of Federal crop insurance
and also on the subject of whisky.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr, SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the

House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend my own remarks,
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The SPEAKER. Without objection,
it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

[Mr. Sprivcer addressed the House.
His remarks appear in the Appendix.]

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Appendix of the RECOrRD
and to include a resolution of the Cham-"
ber of Commerce of Fairbury, Nebr.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ne-
braska [Mr, CurTtis]?

There was no objection.

Mr, DONDERO. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Appendix of the RECORD
and to include therein a statement on
disposition of Government-owned tools
and equipment.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mich-
igan [Mr. DoNDERO]?

There was no objection.

POST-WAR EDUCATIONAL OPPORTUNI-
TIES FOR SERVICE PERSONNEL

Mr. BARDEN. My, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from North
Carolina [Mr, BARDEN]?

There was no objection.

Mr. BARDEN. Mr, Speaker, on Octo-
ber 27, 1943, the President of the United
States sent a message to the House to
which he attached a report furnished by
the Armed Forces Committee on Post=
war Educational Opportunities for Serv«
ice Personnel, That message was re=
ferred to the Committee on Education.

Since that time in conjunction with
others I have been working on a bill,
Today I am introducing that bill.

It is not as simple as you might think.
We are doing a bit of pioneering in this
particular field. I am quite sure the bill
is not satisfactory to every Member of
the House and probably never will be,
but I do want to call upon the member-
ship of the House and the representa-
tives of the various service organizations
and the educational people of this coun-
try to give their best thought and con-
sideration towards assisting the mem-
bership of the House and the Committee
on Education in .working out a sound,
sensible, constructive, and economical
program for carrying on this much de-
served educational work.

Most of us will recall that at the time
of the passage of the teen-age draft bill
there was an intimation that such a
program would be put into effect. I hope
that this bill will be a framework at
least upon which we can write the answer
to an important national problem,

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARDEN., Yes,

Mr. MURDOCE. Does the hill which
the gentleman is introducing and hopes
to report out seek to take care of the
education of those young men whose
schooling was interrupted or may be in-
terrupted by their induction into the
armed services?
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Mr. BARDEN. Yes, and knowing the
interest of the gentleman from Arizona
in educational matters, I am counting
on him to help me with the bill,

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my
own remarks in the Appendix of the
Recorp and to include therein an ar-
ticle writien by Ernest Lindley which
appeared in the Washington Post today
on the subject of votes for the armed
forces.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. EBERHARTER]?

There was no objection.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my own remarks in the Appendix
of the Recorp and to include therein a
news release concerning the regionali-
zation of the Bureau of Reclamation.

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
Mexico [Mr. ANDERSON]?

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min-
ute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Louisiana [Mr. Brooxs]?

There was no objection.

[Mr. Brooxs addressed the House,
His remarks appear in the Appendix.]

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend
the remarks just made and to include
the letter which General Hines wrote
me,.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Louisiana [Mr. Brooxs]?

There was no objection.

Mr. MORRISON of Louisiana. Mr.
Bpeaker, I ask unanimous consent to
address the House for 1 minute and to
extend my own remarks in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Louisiana [Mr, Morrison]?

There was no objection. -

[Mr. Morrison of Louisiana addressed
the House. His remarks appear in the
Appendix.]

REHABILITATION INFORMATION COM-
MITTEE (CLEVELAND)

Mr. FEIGHAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
u:lanjmous consent to proceed for 1 min-
ute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. FEIGHAN]?

There was no objection.

Mr. FEIGHAN. Mr. Speaker, the
Joint Veterans’ Commission of Cleve-
land has organized a rehabilitation in-
formation committee which has ac-
quired space on Cleveland’s public square
to advise servicemen and servicewomen
and their dependents how to take ad-
vantage of all services available to them.
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This commission has compiled a man-
ual listing organizations, legislative
rights, and concessions designed to aid
servicemen and servicewomen and their
dependents.

The women’s auxiliaries of the joint
veterans’ commission will staff the in-
formation center, which is opening De-
cember 16, and the joint veterans’ com-
mittee will give every assistance to the
end that servicemen and servicewomen
and their dependents will receive proper
advice and consideration.

This joint veterans’ commission is
composed of members of the American
Legion, the Veterans of Foreign Wars,
United Spanish War Veterans, the Jew-
ish War Veterans, and the Polish-Amer-
ican Veterans.

To my knowledge this is the first un-
dertaking of its kind, and I feel that the
joint veterans’ commission and its auxil-
iaries deserve the gratitude of the citi-
zens of Cleveland and the Nation,

Mr. Speaker, recently there were pre-
sented to the Director of Office of War
Mobilization, petitions signed by more
than 28,000 citizens of Cleveland, urging
that wages and prices be stabilized, and
that all measures, including Govern-
ment subsidies to processors, should be
used to effectuate the orders issued by
the President,

Signatures to these petitions were ob-

‘tained on street corners, in workshops,

stores, and factories by the Cleveland
Industrial Union Council.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my own remarks
in the Recorp on three different mat-
ters, and to include, first, a resolution
adopted by the Massachusetts Depart-
ment, Disabled American War Veterans,
favoring a national lottery; second, a
resolution adopted by the same organi-
gation favoring a national tuberculosis
hospital; and, third, a resolution adopted
by the Board of Aldermen of the City of
Chelsea, Mass.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr, Lane]?

There was no objection.

Mr, WEISS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the Recorp and to include
therein two statements.

The SPEAKER,. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. WEIss]?

There was no objection.

Mr. DWORSHAK, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp and to include
therein an editorial.

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Idaho
[Mr. DWORSHAK] ?

There was no objection.

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to extend my own remarks
in the Recorp and to include in the Ap-
pendix of the Recorp an address deliv-
ered by Mr. William H. Webb, executive
vice president, National Rivers and Har-
bors Congress, before the Union League
Club, at Philadelphia, Pa.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
souri [Mr. SHORT]?

There was no objection.

GOV, JOHN W. BRICKER, OF OHIO, AND
HIS ACCOMPLISHMENTS

Mr. BEREHM. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. BREEM]?

There was no objection.

Mr. BREHM. Mr. Speaker, in 1939
John W. Bricker became Governor of
Ohio. He inherited from the debacle of
the previous Democratic administration
a deficit of $40,000,000.

During his first two terms, with no new
or increased taxes but with increased
governmental operating costs, Ohio not
only operated on a pay-as-you-go basis
but finished his first two terms with a
surplus of over $30,000,000.

The gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr, McCormAck] is quoted as saying
Governor Bricker has only one policy.
How right the Massachusetts gentleman
is. Governor Bricker does have one
policy of common honesty, common de-
cency, and common sense, and what an
innovation it would be if that single
policy could be applied to some of the
present rudderless policy makers on the
home front.

The cat in Aesop’s Fables had one pol-
icy, while the fox had many tricks, but
he went the way of all tricksters.

Thank God for a man today with at
least one single, clear-cut policy.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. BENNETT of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my own remarks in the REcorp
and include therein a brief editorial
and letter.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
souri?

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that on Monday
next, at the conclusion of the legislative
program of the day and following any
special orders heretofore entered, I may
be permitted to address the House for 30

| minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

MUSTERED-OUT VETERANS

Mr., LEMKE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex-
tend my remarks and include therein a
short news item from the Chicago
Herald-American.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
North Dakota?

There was no.objection,

[Mr, LEmxE addressed the House. His
remarks appear in the Appendix.]
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PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. GOSSETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that on Friday next,
at the conclusion of the legislative pro-
gram of the day and following any spe-
cial orders heretofore entered, I may be
permitted to address the House for 15
minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Texas?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp, and further to
extend my own remarks and include a
release from the Department of the In-
terior concerning irrigation in the Salt
River Valley of Arizona.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ari-
zona?

There was no objection.

SOCIALIZED MEDICINE

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER,. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania? .

There was no objection.

Mr. GROSS. Mr, Speaker, for some
time the matter of socialized medicine
has been a matter of Nation-wide dis-
cussion. I have always opposed it and
shall continue to oppose it, but I want
to say here and now that if the medi-
cal profession of this country do not
want their profession socialized they
had better clean house of the racketeers
within the profession.

It has come to my attention that the
wife of a certain young Congressman
is about to have a baby. He went to a
doctor to whom a good many Congress-
men go and asked him to recommend a
physician, which he did. He went to see
that doector, and the doctor said, “I will
be glad to take your case.” When he
asked, “What will you charge me?” the
doctor said, “$1,000.”

I have been told that more than one
Congressman has paid $1,000 for these
services.

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 1844

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the Committee on Appropriations have
until midnight tonight to file a confer-
ence report and statement on the bill
(H. R. 3598) making appropriations to
supply deficiencies in certain appropri-
ations for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1944, and for prior fiscal years, to pro-
vide supplemental appropriations for
the ilscal year ending June 30, 1944, and
for other purposes.

" The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
souri?

There was no objection.

HOUR OF MEETING TOMORROW
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent that when the House
adjourns today it adjourn to meet at
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11 o'clock tomorrow. The purpose of
this, I may say, is for the consideration
of the conference report that we expect
will be filed tonight, in accordance with
the request just submitted by the gen-
tleman from Missouri.

Mr, BULWINKLE. Reserving the
right to object, Mr. Speaker, on tomor-
row the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce will hold a very im-
portant meeting with reference to rail-
road labor pay. Judge Vinson will be
there. I just wanted to call to the at-
tention of the gentleman that some of
our committees are meeting.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from. Mas-
sachusetts?

There was no objection.

THE LATE KATHLEEN SEXTON HOLMES

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no objection.

Mr, RANKIN. Mr, Speaker, we have
learned with profound serrow, and the
people of Mississippi will hear with pro-
found sorrow, of the passing of one of
the most popular members of the press
gallery, Mrs. Kathleen Sexton Holmes, of
my State, who died suddenly in New York
this morning.

Mrs. Holmes was the daughter of one
of Mississippi’s most distinguished law-
yers, the Hon. James S. Sexton, a leader
in the State for many years.

On this anniversary of the adoption of
the Bill of Rights, which guarantees a
free press, this distinguished lady, who
had always stood for a free press and an
honest press and a fair press, was sud-
denly called to her eternal reward.

She never attempted to impose her-
self on Members of the House, but was
always reticent and courteous in her
dealings with Members with whom she
came in contact. In all my years of serv-
ice, I have never known a more popular,
a more pleasant, or more impartial rep-
resentative of the American press than
this elegant Christian lady from Missis-
sippi.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Mississippi has expired.

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. ABERNETHY] and I
may be permitted to extend our own re-
marks at this point in the REcorp, re-
garding the late Mrs. Holmes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no objection.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, it
was with a feeling of deep sorrow that I
learned this morning of the untimely
passing of a most beloved Mississippian,
Mrs, Kathleen Sexton Holmes, who for
many years has been a very popular
member of the House Press Gallary, rep-
resenting one of Mississippi’s great daily
papers, the Jackson Daily News.

Mrs. Holmes was an alert, brilliant
character and a most interesting writer.
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Her feature column, Mississippians at the
Capitol, was widely read and enjoyed by
thousands throughout my great State.-
It was last December, shortly following
my arrival in Washington, that I was

privileged to- meet this charming and -

lovable woman. From this meeting a
friendship developed that has been gen~-
uinely appreciated and enjoyed by me,

I join with my colleagues in extending
sympathy to her loved ones.

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, as the
dean of the Mississippi delegation has
just so truthfully said, those of us who
knew Mrs. Kathleen Sexton Holmes
were deeply shocked this morning to
learn of her sudden death. Mrs. Holmes,
as a member of the press gallery and as
a correspondent for the Jackson (Mis-
sissippi) Daily News and other publica-
tions, has endeared herself, I am sure, to
all of the Members of the Mississippi
delegation in Congress. And I am
equally positive that I speak for the
whole delegation when I say that we
shall miss her very much. Her column
carried in the Jackson Daily News, Mis-
sissippians in the Capitol, was a most
interesting and informative column;
and I am confident that the people of
Mississippi will miss it.

Mrs. Holmes was the daughter of one
of the outstanding members of the bar
of Mississippi. Her father, Judge Sax-
ton, was respected and loved all over the
State. She, in her own right, was a

- woman of unusual ability, intelligence,

and charm. We shall all miss her here
on the Hill. We shall miss her friendly
greeting and her vivacious habit of cre-
ating an atmosphere of geniality and
friendliness wherever she moved.

Mr. WINSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, it is
proper and fitting that we should pay
tribute to our departed friends of other
professions who have worked so patiently
alongside us. Today it is my privilege to
speak a word of tribute to the memory
of Mrs, Kathleen Sexton Holmes, a mem-
ber of the press, a correspondent for
one of Mississippi’s greatest newspapers,
the Jackson Daily News, the daughter of
a most distinguished Mississippi family
and a most worthy character.

Mrs. Holmes was one of the first Mis-
sissippians I met on my arrival in Wash-
ington. From that day I found her
cordial and sympathetic, a keen thinker,
alert to present-day problems, and
active in the discharge of the duties con-
nected with her work.

Her sudden and untimely death, com=

ing when her usefulness was at its peak, -

brings the realization that the Members
of Congress, particularly the Mississippi
delegation, have lost a most valuable
friend.

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr, Speaker, my col-
leagues and I from Mississippi today are
deeply grieved at the death of a dis-
tinguished Mississippian, Mrs. Kathleen
Sexton Holmes. A member of a distin-
guished Mississippi family, Kathleen
Sexton was a splendid credit to her fam-
ily and to our State.

For some years she was Washington
correspondent for the Jackson Daily
News, largest newspaper in Mississiopi.
Mrs. Holmes was one of the first persons
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I met upon my arrival in Washington.
From that day she was ever helpful to
me as a new Congressman. She knew
Washington and the Congress. Her

writings were in line with her character,’

true, fair, and a credit to herself and
the paper which she represented.

We shall miss Kathleen Sexton Holmes
and join with her family and many
friends in their sorrow at the passing of a
splendid woman.

AUTHORIZING THE APPOINTMENT OF AN
ADDITIONAL ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF
THE INTERIOR

Mr. SABATH, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted the following privileged
resolution (H. Res. 381), which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed:

Resolved, That immediately upon the
adoption of this resolution it shall be in order
to move that the House resoclve itself into
the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the consideration of
the bill (H. R. 2801) to provide for the ap-
pointment of an additional Assistant Secre-
tary of the Interior. That after general de-
bate, which shall be confined to the bill and
shall continue not to exceed 1 hour, to be
equally divided and controlled by the chair-
man and ranking minority member of the
Committee on the Public Lands, the bill shall
be read for amendment under the 5-minute
rule. At the conclusion of the reading of
the bill for amendment, the Committee shall
rise and report the same to the House with
such amendments as may have been adopted
and the previous question shall be considered
as ordered on the bill and amendments
thereto to final passage without intervening
motion except one motion to recommit.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

My, SIKES., Mr, Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that on tomorrow, at the
conclusion of the legislative program of
the day and following any special orders
heretofore entered, I may be permitted
to address the House for 30 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Florida?

There was no objection.

LIBERALIZING CERTAIN SERVICE PENSION
LAWS

Mr. SABATH, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted the following privileged
resolution (H. Res. 376), which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and ordered
to be printed:

Resolved, That Immediately upon the
adoption of this resolution it shall be in
order to move that the House resolve itself
into the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 2350) to liberalize the
service pension laws relating to veterans of
the War with Bpain, the Philippine Insurrec-
tion, and the China Relief Expedition, and
their dependents. That after general de-
bate, which shall be confined to the bill and
shall continue not to exceed 2 hours, to be
equally divided and controlled by the chair-
man and ranking minority member of the
Committee on Pensions, the bill shall be read
for amendment under the 6-minute rule., At
the conclusion of the reading of the bill for
amendment, the Committee shall rise and
report the same to the House with such
amendments as may have been adopted and
the previous question shall be considered as
crdered on the bill and amendments thereto

-
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to final passage without intervening motion
except cne motlon to recommit.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
for the immediate consideration of House
Resolution 376.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Illi-
nois?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the resolution.

Mr, SABATH. Thisrule, Mr, Speaker,

.makes in order H. R. 2350, and provides

for 2 hours’ general debate. The chair-
man of the Committee on Pensions, the
gentleman from New York [(My, Buck-
LEY], however, has assured the members
of the Committee on Rules that he will
not use the 2 hours for debate and, in-
stead, 1 hour will suffice. I am making
this announcement so that the member-
ship will know approximately how much
time will be taken for general debate.

The Committee on Pensions, after
holding hearings on the bill, reported it
by unanimous.vote, and the Committee
on Rules, after hearing the splendid and
intelligent explanation of the provisions
of the bill from the chairman of the
Committee on Pensions, the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Buckreyl, voted
unanimously for the granting of a rule.
Mr. Speaker, it is a meritorious bill and
I feel that-every Member of this House
will support and vote for it, because it
will increase the pensions of the deserv-
ing Spanish War veterans from $60 to
$75 a month, a $15 monthly increase,
and the pensions of widows from $30 to
$40 a month, a $10 increase.

Mr. McCORMACEK. Will the gentle-
man yield? :

Mr. SABATH. I yield.

Mr. McCORMACK. 1 thoroughly
agree with the gentleman from Illinois
that it is a meritorious bill. These vet-
erans and widows are entitled to
the consideration extended by this bill
and we are giving them this increase at
about the same time that a past Con-
gress, I think around 1920, gave a similar
increase to the veterans and widows of
those who served in the Civil War. I
think the gentleman from New York
[Mr. BuckLEY] and all the members of
the committee are to be congratulated
for their constructive action in reporting
this bill out,

Mr. SABATH, I thank the gentleman
from Massachusetts for his timely in-
formation relative to the legislation and
I know that he always was in favor of
such beneficial legislation. I may say
from the moment that the Committee
on Pensions acted favorably, the gentle-
man from Massachusetts [Mr. McCor-
mack] our Democratic leader, informed
me of his deep interest in this legislation
and urged that early and expeditious
action be taken by the Committee on
Rules in order that the bill could be
immediately considered by the House.

Mr, Speaker, I regard this legislation
as meritorious and needed in view of the
ever-increasing cost of living that has
made it impossible for the Spanish-

‘American War veterans and their fam-

ilies, as well as millions of other people
in our country, to properly live. It is
generally known and recognized that not
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only the Spanish-American War vet-
erans and their widows and dependents,
but all other persons living on small al-
lowances and fixed incomes find it ex-
tremely difficult to make both ends meet
and to live in a decent American man-
ner. The increased cost of living
brought about by the pressure blocs

-who are seeking to eliminate price ceil-

ings has caused a soaring of prices from
week to week so that today the veter-
ans, their widows, and people drawing
low wages or with a fixed income do not
have sufficient money to purchase their *
accustomed foods and clothing and they
are thus forced to buy the cheapest of
foods and wearing apparel. Therefore,
it is indeed regrettable and deplorable
that the highly paid leaders of the pres-
sure blocs continue with their pres-
sure and influence to obtain the pas-
sage of legislation that would still fur-
ther increase the cost of food, yes, the
cost of living. For 35 years I have sup-
ported legislation to improve the lot of
our farmers and agriculture in general,
but I feel that the prices and the parity
payments which they now receive are
more than sufficient to encourage great-
er production and provides not only a
fair price but a fair profit.

Mr. Speaker, I hope that those re-
sponsible for the ever-increasing cost of
living will realize that there must be a
limit to the prices that can be paid by
the 20,000,000 of persons who are earning
less than $1,200 a year, not as much as
$20 a week, and the additional 12,000,000
wage earners who make from $20 to $38
a week. Something must be done to hold
down the prices for these wage earners
who now can only buy bare necessities
and the cheapest of foods. A few weeks
ago I inserted some official statistics
which showed that it cost a family of

- four from $1,400 to $1,700 to live in any

of the 33 larger cities of the United
States. Surely, it does not cost that much
to live on a farm or even in a small town,
but most of the workers are located in
industrial sections where the increased
cost of living is felt especially. They can-
not understand why increases in the
prices of food and necessities of life
should be permitted. I was in hopes that
the organization which we created, the
Office of Price Administration, would be
able to fix prices and put ceilings on many
products, not only on farm products,
but all other products. While they have °
done exceedingly well, they have not suc~
ceeded in holding prices down to the ex-
tent as the President and the Adminis-
ration intended. Consequently, some-
thing must be done for the 33,000,000
low-pay workers and persons having
small fixed incomes. However, I am glad,
Mr. Speaker, that the bill before us will
take care, in a small measure, of 75,-
000 to 100,000 of the deserving Spanish
War veterans, their widows and depend-
ents that have been so sorely in need of
some relief.

Mr. Speaker, I shall not take up ad-
ditional time to explain the provisions of
the bill, but shall leave that to the dis-
tinguished chairman of the Committee
on Pensions [Mr, BuckreY], who, I know,
will explain the bill to the satisfaction



1943

of the membership. He is so well in-
formed and can give the House such an
intelligent report on this bill that I am
satisfied in my own heart that every
Member who will listen to him will vote
for the bill and that it will pass unani-
mously.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time and now yield 30 minutes to
the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Fisul.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.

ZrvMERMAN). The gentleman from New
York [Mr. Fisal is recognized for 30
minutes.

Mr. FISH. I yield myself 5 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Rules digressed somewhat to
discuss the question of inflation. I as-
sume in wartime that there is always a
certain degree of inflation. When this
administration came into power some 12
years ago, the national debt was $20,-
000,000,000, Today it is upward of $200,-
000,000,000. It is inevitable that there
is and must be a certain amount of in-
flation in time of war. The question is,
How can we best stop that inflation?
One of the best methods is to stop the
spiraling of our national debt and the
waste and extravagance in the bureau-
cratic agencies of the Government. The
Congress must scrutinize all expendi-
tures, both in war and peace.

Mr. Speaker, this is a war measure,
not of this war but of the Spanish-
American War.

If the Members of Congress will
analyze the bill, they will realize the
staggering cost of war. We all know what
war costs in blood and money. Some of
us forget what it means after the war
is over, and what it entails in the way of
further staggering burdens to the tax-
payers.

I am for the legislation before us, as it
is a simple act of justice to the Spanish
War veterans. It was reported unani-
mously by the Committee on Pensions
and it was also reported unanimously by
the Rules Committee. It will cost the
Government approximately $24,000,000 a
year. It raises the pension of Spanish
War veterans from $60 to $75. It prac-
tically includes all Spanish War veter-
ans, because it sets the age limit at 65
years. Of necessity, as the war was
fought 45 years ago, practically all
Spanish War veterans are now 65 years
of age. Therefore, by this resolution, we
are raising the pension of practically all
Spanish War veterans from $60 to $75 a
month.

We are now establishing a precedent
for World Wars Nos. 1 and 2. When vet-
erans of World War No. 1 become 65—
and that is not so far away, unfortu-
nately, because some of us in this House
were in that war—the Government will
then be called upon by the establishment
of this precedent, to pay World War vet-
erans, and there were 4,000,000 of them
as opposed to 300,000 in the Spanish-
American War, the same amount of $75
a month, which will involve a staggering
total. It will run into billions of dollars,
not millions.

This is no puny or unimportant legis-
lation. We are establishing a precedent

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

and we are doing so because this is a
part of the war system. We might as
well know that every time we get into
war we will have not only to pay the war
bill, but we will have to pay the pension
bill afterward. I wish that would be-
come a deterrent to some people in this
country who seem to believe it is our
duty to rush into wars all over the world,
or to go out even looking for wars. Some
people are forgetful that wars are not
only paid for at the time, but subse-
quently and for generations to come,

I am in favor of the bill. I believe the
Spanish War veterans served our Nation
in that short war, although few in num-
ber, just as gallantly and bravely and
just as patriotically as those veterans of
the First World War, or those who are
serving now in our armed forces all over
the world.

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr, ZiM-
MERMAN], The time of the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Fisa] has expired.

Mr. FISH. Mr, Speaker, I yield my-
self 3 additional minutes.

It also increases the pension of the
widows from $30 to $40 per month, and
in some instances to $50 a month. Like-
wise it changes the limit of the date of
marriage. I think it was in 1923, orig-
inally, and it is now raised up to 1938,
so that a widow might then get this in-
crease in pension. Perhaps that would
be a controversial issue, except for the
fact that the widow must be 65 years of
age. That being the situation, I do not
believe it will raise much controversy.
What I am trying to impress upon the
House is the.fact that this is a very sub-
stantial increase, and ‘does establish a
precedent for the future. I am for it
because of necessity; because it is one
of the results of war, and probably al-
ways will be. It is placing the Spanish
War veterans on the same basis as the
older Civil War veterans, which went
into effect in 1930, when they were about
90 years of age. But at least, it puts
them on the same basis. Iam not trying
to fool anybody here or elsewhere, that
once you adopt this rate of $75 you are
not going backward in any future war.
So to that extent the bill we are about
to vote on—and I do not believe there
will be very much opposition to it, I hope
not—is an important one, not because it
will cost $24,000,000, because $24,000,000
today when we discuss billions on the
floor of the House, is not such a vast sum;
but it does establish a precedent, and
that precedent in the future will entail
staggering burdens upon the American
people. I see no other alternative for
treating our Spanish War veterans ex-
cept on the same basis as our Civil War
veterans. I see no alternative, as this
is a part of the war program, to take
care of those who fought in defense of
our country when they reach the age
of 65.

Therefore, Mr, Speaker, I am in favor
of the legislation, but I vote for it know-
ingly and openly, knowing exXactly
what it entails upon the taxpayers and
what it will mean in the future.

I would far rather pay out Govern-
ment money for these pensions to our
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own American war veterans than send
it to foreign nations to establish world-
wide glorified W. P. A.’s or boondoggling
at home,

I urge the immediate passage of a lib-
eral and generous mustering-out pay for
the servicemen of the present war to
enable them to provide for themselves
until they have secured a permanent job.
Unfortunately, the Congress has no
power to pass legislation guaranteeing
to the returning discharged veterans
their pre-war jobs. Congress can, how-
ever, and should, provide a discharge
pay of $200 and $50 a month for 6
months. There are already approxi-
mately 1,000,000 discharged soldiers,
sailors, and marines of this war. We
owe our first duty, however, to the dis-
abled veterans, to provide them with the
best hospitalization, rehabilitation, and
with generous and liberal compensation.
Congress will not and must not econo-
mize at the expense of the disabled war
veteran. :

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman from New York
has expired.

Mr, ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I am very
much in favor of this bill. =

I ask unanimous consent to extend my
remarks at this point on the bill

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Withoub
objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I favor the
jmmediate passage of H. R. 2350 now
under consideration, Its passage has too
long been delayed. Its purpose is to in-
erease the allowances to veterans of the
War with Spain, the Philippine Insurrec-
tion, and the China Relief Expedition
and their dependents. It increases the
base allowance from $60 to $75 per month
for pensions. It has other liberalizing
pension provisions., As explained by the
Committee on Pensions these provisions
are as follows:

Section 1 of the bill would increase the rate
of pension payable to those honorably dis=-
charged veterans with 80 days’ service, or it
less than 90 days, who were discharged for
disability incurred in line of duty for tofal
disability or upon reaching the age of 65
years from $60 to $75 per month,

Civil War veterans are granted $75 per
month regardless of age or disability under
the act of June 9, 1930, Previously by the act
of May 1, 1920, they were granted $50 per
month and later by the act of July 3, 1926, in~
creased to $65 per month regardless of age or
disability. It will be noted that section I of
H. R. 2350 requires age €5 or total disability
to entitle veterans of the Spanish-American
War, the Philippine Insurrection, or the China
Relief Expedition to the rate of 75 per month
therein provided. With the advanced age of
these veterans, 45 years after the war, and the
increased living costs, the increase provided
by this section is believed warranted.

Section 2 of the bill would change the mar-
riage delimiting date governing service pen-
sion to widows and remarried widows of vet=-
erans of the Spanish-American War, the Phil=-
ippine Insurrection, and the China Reliel Ex-
pendition, from September 1, 1922, to Janu-
ary 1, 1938. The delimiting marriage date for
service pension to widows of Civil War vet-
erans is June 27, 1905, approximately 40 years
after the termination of that war. The date
proposed by section 2 is approximately the
same length of time after the close of the
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Spanish-American War. The inequalities and
injustices resulting from the existing limita-
tion by denying pension to widows married to
the Spanish-American War yveteran as early as
1922 and who lived with and cared for the
veteran during his lifetime are accentuated by
the high cost of living and advanced age pre-
cluding employment.

Section 8 of the bill would provide a Tea-
sonable increase of widows' service pension
from $30 to $40 per month upon attainment

.of age 65, and grant $50 per month to the
widow who was the wife of the veteran during
his war service, The latter provision is iden-
tical with that provided for Civil War widows
and is in accord with the sound principle that

preference should be given that class of wid-,

ows, The increase to $40 at age 65 will estab-
lish a rate comparable to that granted Civil
War widows at age 70. This increase at age
65 1s believed justified in the light of living
costs, unemployability and general need of
this group.

COST OF BILL

It is estimated by the Veterans' Adminis-
tration that section 1 of the proposed hill
would provide increased pensions for approxi=-
mately 85,140 veterans now on the rolls at-an
additional cost of $15,286,000, the first year,

As to section 2, it is estimated that the cost
of the first year would approximate $1,642,000,
bringing on the rolls approximately 4,000
widows. However, if it can be assumed that
only one-half of those eligible would apply
and be paid the first year, the cost would ap-
proximate $821,000, bringing on the rolls 2,000
widows the first year.

It is estimated that section 3 of the bill
would affect approximately 42,000 non-service-
connected widows at an additional cost of
$8,242,000 the first year.

The total cost of the bill would approximate
$24,340,000. g

Mr. Speaker, the veterans of these
groups are among our most loyal citi-
zens and their services for this country
and their courage and valor in time of
war was an outstanding contribution to
our long and distinguished military his-
tory. Their average ages are 69 years.
There are 84,000 in the group. Many of
them are disabled and not able to per-
form remunerative service in civil pur-
suits. The passage of this bill will recog-
nize an outstanding service to this
country. I hope there will be no delay in
its enactment into law.

Mr. Speaker, I have pending in the
House a bill which has for its purpose
this same relief and for that reason also
I am happy to vote for this bill.

Mr. FISH. I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Michigan [(Mr. HorF-
MAN].

Mr, HOFFMAN, Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend
my own remarks and to include therein
certain newspaper articles and tele-

. grams.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered. f

There was no objection.

Mr, HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is
my understanding that there will be no
opposition of any consequence to this
bill. Probably the overwhelming ma-
jority of the House and of our people
are in favor of doing more than justice
by the Spanish-American War veterans.
Undoubtedly, too, the Congress will con-
tinue to give to the veterans of any and
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of all wars perhaps not what they may
ask but something that will be some-
where near adequate to enable them to
carry on as they did before they went
into the war. As the gentleman from

‘New York suggested, no one knows the

amount of money that will be reauired.
My own guess is that we will continue
to appropriate until there is nothing
lefi; and as far as I am concerned that
is all right, because if we are to spend
the money I much prefer that it be spent
among our people here at home than
across the sea taking care of the people
of other nations and in rebuilding other
countries, in putting other countries in a
position where they can go into success-
ful competition after the war is over not
only with our farmers but with the men
who work in our factories. Apparently
this administration has reached the con-
clusion that we can spend ourselves into
prosperity and intends to follow that
policy regardless of the war. That is not
my idea.
DANGEROUS TRENDS

It was my privilege a few days ago to
stand with other Members of the House
and cheer our Speaker as he warned us
of dangerous trends which might infter-
fere with the winning of the war and the
preservation of our Government.

Some have characterized that talk,
which was to the Speaker’s credit, as an
effort to centralize divergent views with-
in his own party and as an admonition to
the political opposition to his party to
moderate its criticism of certain phases
of adminisirative policy.

For myself, the import of the talk is ac-
cepted at its face value, and my only re-
gret is that the Speaker did not go fur-
ther and enumerate other dangerous
tendencies which interfere with an all-
out war effort and which are, from their
very nature, destructive of constitutional
governmendt.

Perhaps, had time permitited, and it
did not, the Speaker could and would
have called attention to certain admin-
istrative practices which must meet the
condemnation of all who believe in and
desire the preservation of the Govern-
ment which has brought us so far along
the road to prosperity, happiness, and
security.

ARBITRARY USE OF POWER NOT GRANTED

To me, one of the most alarming and
dangerous tendencies is that of admin-
istrative agencies, created by Congress or
by E=zecutive order under authority
granted by Congress, to assume and ex-
ercise arbitrary power which Congress
never intended to grant.

Certainly, Congress never intended to
grant to the President or to any Federal
agency the power to deny to the father
or the brother of a man serving in the
armed forces the right, the opportunity,
to work in a factory which is producing
for, or on the transportation line which
is supplying, the man on the battle front
with the materials which he must have
if he is to carry on the fight.

Yet that is just what the administra-
tive agencies have done and are now
doing.

DECEMBER 15

WAR DISFUTES ACT

By Public Law 89 of the Seventy-
eighth Congress, the N. W. L. B. was
granted authority to decide certain labor
disputes, but was required, in making
such decisions, to conform to the pro-
visions of the Fair Labor Standards Act,
the National Labor Relations Act and
the Emergency Price Control Act, as well
as to the applicable provisions of law,
with the over-all proviso that—

Where no other law is applicable, the or-
der of the Board shall provide for terms and
conditions to govern relations between the
parties which shall be fair and equitable to
employer and employee under all the cir-
cumstances of the case.

Acting under this authority, the Board
contends that it has authority to make
any order whjch‘ it deems necessary to
settle a labor dispute. That is the posi-
tion of the Board, as outlined in the testi-
mony of its chairman, William H. Davis,
and public member, Wayne L. Morse,
given recently in a hearing before the
Smith Committee.

The Board, in a case where an em-
ployer refused to enter into a contract
containing a closed-shop or a security-
of-membership clause, ordered the com-
pany to enter into such a contract.

DISREGARD OF N. L. R. A.

Under the National Labor Relations
Act, an employcr may enter into a closed
shop or maintenance of membership
contract, if he so desires, but he cannot
be forced to do so.

The National Labor Relations Act goes
further than that and it expressly pro-
vides—section §—that—

It shall be an unfair labor practice for
an employer * * * by discrimination in
rzgard to hire or tenure of employment or
any term or condition of employment to
encourage or discourage membership in any
labor organization.

Now remember, the S. A, Woods Co.
refused to enter into a contract with a
certain union which would require it to
discriminate in regard to tenure of em-
ployment and conditions of employment
and encourage membership in that par-
ticular union.

Nevertheless, the W. L. B., by order,
did require the S. A, Woods Co. to violate
section 8 of the National Labor Relations
Act. -
There is no dispute about the facts.
The company refused to comply with
the order and the Government there-
after condemned and took over its prop-
erty. The Government took over a
woodworking plant, which was in part
engaged in manufacturing materials
which aided in the war effort. It then
turned that plant over to the Murray
Co., but that company has been unable,
up to the present time at least, to do
efficiently the work which had been car-
ried on by the S. A. Woods Co. for 90
years.

SEIZURE OF PRIVATE BUSINESS

In this case, the Board, by its orders
took away from individuals their busi-
ness, turned a part of that business over
to those unable to carry it on, and also
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forced employees, in order to hold their
jobs, to pay membership fees and dues to
a union to which they did not wish to
belong., The company was destroyed
because it did not comply with an order
of the Board.

W. L. B, ORDER CAUSES STRIKE

Now, let me cite you a case where the
company did comply with a Board order,
but nevertheless the plant was struck
and the Board, until recently at least,
has taken no action.

The Timken Roller Bearing Co. makes
75 percent of the tapered roller bearings
manufactured in this country. Under a
directive issued by the Board and because
of fear, the company signed a mainte-
nance-of-membership contract, with a
15-day escape clause and a provision
binding the union not to strike.

In the Gambrinus war-industry plant
at Canton, Ohio, was a screw-machine
operator named Huffman, Huffman of-
fended one of the union officials by tell-
ihg the local director of the union in
district No. 27 that he did not represent
the men at the Gambrinus plant; that
they were not satisfled with his repre-
sentation; and that they desired to have
a National Labor Relations Board elec-
tion, to see if they could not be repre-
sented by other parties.

The district representative, named
Abel, notified the company that Huff-
man was no longer a member of the
union in good standing and demanded
his discharge. The company complied
with the contract, which it had been
forced by the War Labor Board to sign,
and discharged Hufflman,

Evidently the employees of the com-
pany sided with Huffman, for around
the 2d of April 1943 they went on strike,
notwithstanding the no-strike provision
contained in their contract.

That strike lasted 10 or 12 days. It
threw out of employment between four-
teen and fifteen hundred men in that
plant and affected some 18,000 men in
other plants—all engaged in war work.

The story, as told to the president of
the company at the panel hearing in
Cleveland, was that the men struck be-
cause they felt that Huffman had not
been fairly treated by the union officer.

Huffman, after being out of work for
6 months, was reinstated in the union by
its national ofiice at Pittsburgh, and was
employed by the company on the 19th
of October 1943. Shortly after he was
reemployed the company received a let-
ter from the president of the local union,
gaying that Huffman had again been dis-
charged from the union. The president,
however, did not ask the company to
discharge him, but, under the contract,
it was obligatory upon the company to
discharge him.

The company, rather than bring on
another strike by discharging Huffman,
took a chance and wrote to Philip Mur-
ray, the president of the union; to Mr.
MecDonald, to Mr. Wayne Morse, and Mr.
William Davis, of the War Labor Board,
giving them the facts and asking them
what the company should do.

That letter was written on November
8, 1943. Up until the 10th day of Decem-

ey — - W s e
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ber 1943, no member of the W. L. B. had
replied to that letter.

The company has not complied with
its union contract, in that it has not dis-
charged Huffman. It does not discharge
Huffman, because it fears that if it does
so the employees who believe that Huff-
man has been unfairly treated by a
member of his union will call another
strike.

W. L. B. IGNORES PLEA

Having gotten the company into this
position, the War Labor Board does not
even acknowledge receipt of its com-
plaint.

December 6, there was a strike of
teamsters who drive trucks loaded with
war material between Chicago and Mus-
kegon and intervening points. The
companies had agreed to pay the drivers
on the assumption that the distance
traveled between Chicago and Muske-
gon was 183 miles. Actually, the dis-
tance was 178.9 miles. Adoption of the
union’s estimate of the mileage called for
payment on an 8-hour rather than a 6-
hour basis, and it made a difference in
favor of the driver of $1.11 for each ftrip
each way.

The company asked for a reopening
and a reconsideration of the contract on
that point, and, although it was admit-
ted by all that the actual distance trav-
eled was but 178.9 miles, action was de-
layed by the Board’s representative.
The company then refused to pay for
the miles not traveled, and the drivers
went on strike.

After the strike had held up the trans-
portation of several million pounds of
war material, the Board finally got busy
and adjusted the controversy.

On occasion the Board makes a ges-
ture, as, for example, where, on Decem-
ber 10, at Lansford, Pa., the Board or-
dered back to work 300 power-plant em-
ployees who had closed 10 collieries em-
ploying 7,000 men.

W. L. B. DENIES SEPARATE SANITARY FACILITIES

Under date of December 14 we learn
that, at Baltimore, picket lines have been
thrown around the plants of the Western
Electric Co. because the War Labor Board
has refused a demand for separate sani-
tary facilities for whites and Negroes.
There is no question, as I understand the
issue, of discrimination. That is to say,
all the Point Breeze Employees Associa-
tion is asking is that separate sanitary
facilities, equal in every respect, be fur-
nished for the whites and for the Negroes.

Inasmuch as the President’s Fair Em-
ployment Practices Committee has
ordered certain companies to employ and
furnish equal opportunity to all, is there
any reason why the War Labor Board
should not afford equal sanitary facilities

“to the whites at Baltimore?

The Fair Employment Practices Com-
mittee and the President preach that
there shall be no discrimination because
of race, creed, or color. Why not go fur-
ther and order that there shall be no
discrimination because of union or non-
union membership? Why should not the
W. L. B. order that companies give em-
ployment to all qualified applicants, re-
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gardless of their union or. nonunion
status?

Their insincerity is shown by the fact
that the administration for months has
been insisting upon discrimination be-
cause of nonmembership in a union,

DISCRIMINATION AGAINST NONUNION WORKERS

The C. I. O. and its Communist allies
insist that the poll tax, although it ap-
plies to whites and Negroes, is discrimi-
natory and should be abolished. Yet
the C. I, O, insists that no one shall
work—no, not even in support of the son
who may be fighting or dying across the
sea—until he has become a member of
the C. I. O. and contributed to its treas-
ury—a part of which is used for cams-
paign purposes.

Few indeed are those who believe that
any individual should be discriminated
against because of race, creed, or color.
But it is the rankest kind of hypocrisy to
give lip service to the doctrine of non-
discrimination and then uphold, as the
President does, the doctrine of diserimi-
nation on the basis of union membership.

When the boys go to the draft board
they are not asked to show a union card.
But when their brothers or their fathers
go to a war industry to aid them in their
fighting they must, under the order of
the President’s administrative agencies,
produce a union membership card.

Yes, and if, for any reason, the dues
have not been paid to date, by a massed
picket line they are turned back at the
factory’s gate,

MOTHERS, FATHERS, BROTHERS OF SERVICEMEN

DENIED OFPORTUNITY TO AID FIGHTING MEN

Under date of December 10, we learned
that, at Detroit, Mich., 50 women em-
ployees halted work because 2 nonunion
employees had been escorted into the
plant by policemen, through a picket
line, There, picketing dues collectors
for the C. I, O. for 2 days were endeavor=-
ing to prevent nonunfon and dues-delin-
qguent union members from entering the
gates.

It was on December 10 that the presi-
dent of the American Rolling Mill Co.
sent the following wire to Donald Nelson,
Chairman of the War Production Board:

As president of the American Rolling Mill
Co. and at the instance of its directors, I
am laying before you a situation of grave
emergency which has arisen at our planis
at Zanesville, Ohlo, and Butler, Pa., where
we have been devoting every energy in com-
pliance with the wurgent requests of the
Government to the production of armor plate
and other vital war matériel.

Last August, at the insistence of the United
Steel Workers of Ameriea, C. I, O., and under
order of the National Labor Relations Board,
there was held in these plants elections to
determine whether the employees desired,
as their bargaining representative, the C. I. O,
In both elections the C. I. O . was rejected as
the bargaining agent.

Thereafter, the C, I. O. instituted agitation
to nullify the result of these elections. Be-
ginning last Monday, December 6, the C. 1. O,
established a so-called picket line at the
Zanesville plant wherehy individuals walk
in mass formation before the entrances to
the plant, with the result that we have been
obliged to shut down completely. This con=
dition continues and threats are made to
see that it does continue until such time
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as our company discbeys the law and fails
to continue to recognize the results of the
election.

The situation is doubly urgent and critical
because the United Steel Workers of Amer-
ica—Congress of Industirial Organizations,
is now withdrawing its members from vital
parts of our Butler plant as well, with the
effect of causing an equally acute shut-down
there. Representatives of the Army and
Navy Departments were at the Butler plant
yesterday in an effort to secure resumption
of the production so vital to the national
interest.

‘This conduct on the part of the Congress
of Industrial Organizations is in viclation of
the formal no-strike pledge given by that
organization and now recognized by Execu-
tive order. It is also inconsistent with the
national lakor relations law which contem-
plates that the result of such an election as
was held shall be observed. TFurthermore;
it is in complete violation of the Smith-Con-
nally Act which psovides that, before any
gtrike is called or held in a plant engaged in
the production of munitiens of war, certain
preliminary conditions set forth in the
statute shall be complled with. None of
these conditions has been complied with,
PFinally—and even more important—this
conduct by the Congress of Industrial Or-
ganizations constitutes a grave weakening
of the national war effort and imperils the
success of our country’s arms and the lives
of our soldiers and sallors throughout the
world.

The National Labor Relations Act provides
an orderly remedy for any matters in dis-
pute between the United Steel Workers of
America—Congress of Industrial O-ganiza-
tions—and the American Rolling Mill Co.;
and the union should be required to pursue
its remedies under the law rather than take
the law into its own hands.

We desire to lay this crisis before you so
that your Board and the military depart-
ments of the Government can take such ac-
tlon as you deem necessary and proper to
accomplish the immediate termination of
the illegal and unwarranted actions above
mentioned, so that the flow of these vital
necessities of war from these plants can
be resumed immediately and without
further interruption.

If you or the military departments of the
Government desire conference with me or
any of the otker representatives of our com-
pany, we shall be glad to meet your very
earllest convenience.

Monday mprning I was advised by Mr.
Keenan of the War Production Board
that the matter had been turned over to
him and the men were back at work.
Whether the picket line was dispersed, I
do not know.

NO-STRIKE PLEDGE VIOLATED

But we all know from the press that
strike has followed strike, practically all
holding up war production.

Time and again, when there was a
deadlock between employer and em-
ployee, the President has ordered seizure
of the plant. But never yet has he or
any Federal agency ordered seizure of a
union, or called upon the armed forces
to disperse a massed picket line which
was keeping nonunion men or union
men delinguent in dues from entering
factory gates.

DISCRIMINATION MUST END

It is aboutf time that those who would
win the war on the home front by enter-
ing the factory gates and working at their
accustomed tasks receive the support of
the administration.

—
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It is not enough to support the men
who have been drafted and sent over-
seas by sending them munitions of war.
It is not enough to purchase the good will
and the friendship of our South Ameri-
can neighbors. It is not enough for the
President or the First Lady, or any other
representative of this Government, to

“travel all around the world in an effort

to determine strategy, promote good will,
cement the alliance with our allies.

In addition to all that, we must have
support and protection for those here at
home who wish to produce and to trans-
port food, clothing, munitions of war—
everything that is needed so urgently by
those who are bearing the heat of the
battle.

Where is the consistency, where is the
justice, where is the all-out support for
the war effort when strikes or massed
picket lines or orders of W. L. B. deny
the right to work in war industries until
a union has collected its tribute? I am
asking the Members of this body, what
are we going to do about it? Are we
going to continue to draft men, fathers,
if you please, and compel them to fight,
vet deny to the wives, the sisters, the
fathers and the brothers that they leave
at home the right to help them by manu-
facturing munitions of war? That is
what we are doing when we permit the
War Labor Board to continue to issue
orders like those which they have been
issuing.

Yes, Mr. President and Mr, Speaker,
there are dangerous trends in this coun-
try, and some of them can be ended by
Congress when it reasserts, as I hope it

- will,. its authority; again assumes the

responsibility which rests upon it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 min-
utes to the gentleman from Wisconsin
[Mr, KEEFE].

Mr. KEEFE. Mr, Speaker, the pend-
ing bill which is covered by the rule now
under discussion, H. R. 2350, I hope will
be passed by this House unanimously. It
simply proposes to administer justice to
the veterans of the War with Spain, the
Philippine Insurrection, and the China
Relief Expedition and to the widows and
dependents of those veterans. I cannot
conceive of there being any substantial
argument raised against the passage of
this meritorious hill. But in this very
connection, while we are proposing to
legislate in behalf of the veterans of the
Spanish War, the Philippine Insurrec-
tion, and the China Relief Expedition, it
is entirely proper that we should give im-
mediate consideration to the question of
taking care of those who are being dis-
charged from the services in the present
war,

I feel that this Congress owes an obli-
gation, an immediate obligation, to the
men who are being discharged by the
thousands from the service in the pres-
ent war to see to it that no unnecessary
delays are encountered in providing a
suitable system of mustering-out pay and
providing for a proper piece of legisla-
tion that will insure to the returning dis-
charged veterans a decent demobilization
compensation in line and in spirit with

The
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the provisions contained in a proposed
hill offered and sponsored by the gentle-
man from North Dakota [Mr. LEMKE],

Mr. MAY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KEEFE, 1 yield to the gentleman
from Kentucky.

Mr. MAY. The gentleman, of course,
knows that there are numerous statutes
and many provisions that have been
made for the benefit of all disabled,
wounded, and sick soldiers as they are
discharged.

Mr. EEEFE. I may say to the gen-
tleman that I am quite familiar with the
fact that this Congress under the guid-
ance of the Military Affairs Committee
of this House has placed on the statute
books an enormous amount of legisla-
tion designed to provide facilities to take
care of the disabled soldiers of this war.
Much of the complaint that arises, I am
fully aware, arises not because of lack
of legislation to take care of the disabled
but because of administration failure to
carry out the provisions of law that are
now on the statute books. I direct the
gentleman’s attention to the fact that I
am noft so particularly concerned in
what I am saying now about the neces-
sity for additional legislation to provide
hospitalization and care for the disabled
and the wounded as I am to see to it
that the economic status of the men who
are returned from the service is protect-
ed so that those men aiter they are dis-
charged from a hospital facility, per-
chance, are not compelled to 2o back
upon a local community without em-
ployment and without means of support.

We should provide immediate means
of seeing to it that when a man is dis-
charged he has sufficient funds in his
pocket to enable him to have at least a
2 weeks’ or a monti's vacation with pay,
in the form of a cash demobilization or
mustering-out pay.

We should further see to it that that
soldier is protected in his economic
status so he will not become dependent
upon the charity of relatives or munici-
palities in the time intervening until
he is able to secure employment.

Mr. MAY. Mr, Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. KEEFE. I yield to the gentle-
man from Kentucky.

Mr. MAY. May I say to the gentle-
man that the House Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs has done exactly what the
gentleman said we have done. He is
very correct in that statement. In ad-
dition, we have conducted hearings day
after day since the bill was submitted
to us, and we completed what we thought
were final hearings on the mustering-
out pay. However, at the very hour
when we were about ready to report a
strictly mustering-out pay bill, the
groups representing the veterans’ organi-
zations and pleading from the outside
for these soldiers demanded hearings on
an adjusted compensation bill that in-
volves vast ramifications and billions of
dollars, probably $15,000,000,000. Now
we are up against the problem of having
to consider them both together.

We found in the course of our hear-
ings that 635,000 men have been dis-
charged, and out of 15,000 men in the
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State of Indiana who have been dis-
charged, less than 300 had not gotten
immediate employment when they came
out of the Army.

The SPEAEER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin has expired.

Mr, FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 ad-
ditional minutes to the gentleman from
Wisconsin.

Mr. EEEFE. If there are 300 that
have been unable to secure employment
in the State of Indiana out of 15,000
who have been demobilized, that is 300
too many if those 300 are forced to rely
upon private charity.

Mr. MAY. Those 300 went on State
compensation at the rate of $60 per
month.

Mr. KEEFE. That is fine. I am very
glad to hear that. If the State of In-
diana has provided a system of unem-
ployment compensation for returning
veterans, the State of Indiana is to be
congratulated.

Mr. HARNESS of Indiana.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KEEFE. I yield to the gentleman
from Indiana.

Mr. HARNESS of Indiana. The gen-
tleman has alluded to the State of In-
diana.

Mr. KEEFE. I did not allude to it, the
gentleman from EKentucky did.

Mr. HARNESS of Indiana. I should
state to the gentleman that of the 300,-
000 men in the military service from
Indiana approximately 50 percent, or
150,000, are covered by unemployment
compensation insurance. Fortunately,
Indiana was farsighted enough to freeze
these payments when the men entered
the service. Hence when they are dis-
charged from the service, if employment
is not immediately available, they will
be eligible immediately to weekly pay-
ments of unemployment compensation.

Mr. KEEFE, I have no quarrel with
the gentleman from Indiana. I have al-
ready eulogized his State for making
such provisions. My understanding is
that all States have not frozen employee
rights under State laws. Is the gentle-
man, who is a member of the Committee
on Military Affairs, and I understand a
member of the subcommittee in charge
of drafting this legislation, able to state
here on the floor of the House from in-
formation which he has that is authentic
that the same situation exists in the other
States of this Union?

Mr. HARNESS of Indiana. I am told
that so far as the percentage of them
covered by unemployment insurance is
concerned, the same situation exists in
the other States.

Mr. EEEFE, The gentleman is told.
Is the gentleman able to state with au-
thenticity that that same situation ex-
ists in other States of the Union?

Mr., HARNESS of Indiana. I base my
statement upon the testimony of Col.
E. L. Gardner, Director of the Unem-
ployment Security Division of the State
of Indiana, and a distinguished Hoosier.
Colonel Gardner stated to the House
Military Affairs Committee that thus
far about 15,000 Indiana men- have been
discharged from the armed services and
that less than 300 of that number have

Mr.
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applied for and received unemployment
compensation payments, indicating, of
course, that there are plenty of jobs now
available to discharged soldiers and sail=-
ors who are able to work. I am also in-
formed that many of the States fol-
lowed the practice of Indiana in freezing
unemployment compensation. However,
there are States that did not freeze those
payments, I agree fully with the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin that this Con-
gress should, as soon as possible, enact
legislation for muster-out pay. Such
legislation will not only help the few
men who now cannot find employment,
but it will be a great relief to many who
will be later discharged when employ-
ment will not be so easily obtained.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr., KEEFE. I yield to the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts.
There are a good many veterans today
who are on soldiers’ relief, so I think that
answers the gentleman’s question. I
think a mustering-out provision should
be incorporated in any draft law, so
that the men when they go out of the
service will know they are going to be
taken care of until they can adjust them-
selves to normal living.

Mr. EEEFE. I do not have possession
of all the facts that may be in the pos-
session of the Committee on Military Af-
fairs. I am not stating anything in an
attempt to be critical of that committee.
I am taking this opportunity to urge
the necessity for immediate action, in
the matter of mustering-out pay.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-"

tleman from Wisconsin has again ex-
pired. :

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend
the remarks I have already made and
the remarks I expect to make now.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr, SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I was
pleased to hear the gentleman from Wis-
consin advocate aid for the discharged
and demobilized thousands, and I can
assure him that we, the Democrats, are
ready to do our part, because we feel
that every man who has served the
country should bhe taken care of and
provided for and should not be left to the
mercy of any charitable institution. We
should take care of the disabled and
discharged until they are reemployed.
We should go the limit for them and I
know that will be done. As we have
heard from the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs, it would have
been done before this and the bill would
have been in the House now if it had
not been for the fact that some of those
representing these men have asked for
a delay so that the bill may be amended.

I was hopeful, Mr, Speaker, that it
would not be necessary for me to take a
little more time. I was hopeful that for
once the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Fisa] would not bring politics into the
discussion of this extremely meritorious
and deserving bill, Unfortunately, he
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had to go back to the days when this
administration came into power and re-
fer to how much indebtedness there was
and how we have increased the indebted-
ness. :

I hope the gentleman from New York
will refresh his memory and give the
House and the country information as to
the difference in our National income in
1933, when this administration came into
power, and as of the present day. At
that time the income was around $40,-
000,000,000. I am told that today it is
over $160,000,000,000, four times as large
as the national income then, and a sum
which I know will take care of our in-
debtedness. With $160,000,000,000 we
can pay all that we owe or will owe within
a very few years when this war is over.
Of course it would not have cost as much
if we had been able to prepare our de-
fenses in time. I believe millions would
have been saved, but unfortunately the
gentleman from New York and others
thought it was not necessary to prepare
and finally, when the Japs attacked, we
were obliged to go to work, and the sky
was the limit that the manufacturers
demanded of the country for their pro-
duction of the things the Government
needed for our defense and for the prose-
cution of the war.

Nor did the gentleman from New York
state what the prices of commodities
were when this administration came in,
that cattle and hogs were selling for
ahout 3 cents a pound on the hoof and
that corn and wheat were selling at from
20 to 30 cents a bushel. Eggs were ahout
14 cents a dozen. These low prices ap-
plied to all other commodities. A price
ceiling has finally been put on cattle, as
I have been advocating, and unfortu-
nately it is now up to 16 cents, where
formerly, as I stated, it was 3 or 314 cents
a pound. So why not be fair about these
things and give the House and the coun-
try all the facts and all the information
so that they can vote and as they vote
approve the efforts of this administra-
tion in the interest of the country and
the people, and also what they are doing
to preserve a democratic form of gov-
ernment? I am not going to answer the
gentleman from Michigan who continues
to find fault with labor and labor organi-
zations, and when there is a cessation of
work for a few hours he calls it a strike.
He criticizes the War Labor Board. It
seems to me that neither the War Labor
Board nor any other board can satisfy
the gentleman from Michigan. And as
to how much there is of political alliance
and aid given, may I not remind him that
a great alliance was formed in 1942—
that the Republicans formed an alliance
with men that the gentleman from Mich-
igan has been criticizing, such as John L.
Lewis and Earl Browder, both of whom
opposed President Roosevelt,

I will say this to the gentleman from
Michigan and to the gentleman from
New York, that these men they charge
are responsible for extravagance and un-
necessary expenditures, that these
charges should not apply to the estab-
lished or permanent departments or bu=
reaus which are headed by Democrats,
such as the Department of State, the
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Interior Department, the Commerce De-
partment, the Treasury Department, the
Department of Justice, the Department
of Agriculture, or the Department of
Labor, that are controlled by and have
at the head of them Democrats who he-
lieve in economy as contrasted with these
men whom the President was obliged to
put in charge of domestic affairs when
he was obliged tp devote all of this time
to the very serious foreign situation and
to the war effort when he put in charge
the outstanding Republican businessmen
that he thought believed in economy.

Now let us see who they are. You all
know Mr. Enudsen, you know Mr. Nel-
son, you know Mr. Harriman, You know
Mr. Stettinius. Even the Secretary of
War and the Secretary of the Navy,
whose Departments spend the most
money, are all Republicans. So why do
you charge the Democratic administra-
tion or the President with the expendi-
tures of these large sums of money, when
you should charge and put the blame
upon the Republican big businessmen
whom the President appointed? I am
glad you applaud, and I am glad you
agree with me, because I will say I al-
ways find that there are some Republi-
cans who recognize the truth and believe
in justice instead of continuously assail-
ing and attacking and criticizing and
getting in the limelight in the unfriendly
newspapers.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SABATH. I will yield in a mo-
ment, as soon as I express my admira-
tion for the speech made by the Speaker
on Thursday, December 9. I regret that
I was not present to hear it. When I
read it and when I heard about it I was
impressed that he had talked to the
hearts of men, that they will take into
consideration his appeal for unity and
harmony and cooperation and that the
sniping and criticizing and attacking and
weakening our position in the eyes of
the people of the world over, will cease.

I now yield to my esteemed friend, the
leader of the Republican Party, of the
minority, in which important position I
hope he will continue.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Your
dreams in that respect are not going to
come true.

Mr. SABATH. As a rule they do.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, Not
in this instance.

I would like to ask the gentleman, in
all fairness, since he has dwelt at some
length upon his own fairness, who is re-
sponsible for the appointment of the
head of the O. P. A. and every other
bureau in this country? Is it not a fact
that the man who appoints these men
and keeps them in office must be held
responsible? He can remove them any-
time he wants to.

Mr, SABATH, I say to you, answering
your question, it was President Franklin
D. Roosevelt who appointed most of
these men, but he appointed them be-
cause they were represented to him and
he had reason to believe they were the
outstanding businessmen of the Nation
and that they would protect its interests.
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Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, If the
President thinks otherwise today, why
does he not remove them?

Mr, SABATH. In the midst of war
this would not be the time to remove
anybody. I would not even believe you
should be removed or any other Repub-
lican who is here doing his duty by his
country.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Does
the gentleman claim that if there is in-
efficiency and bungling going on in time
of war, when we need efficiency more
than at any other time, we are going to
allow it to continue?

Mr. SABATH. Let me say to you, the
charge of inefficiency is bunk on the part
of any man who makes such charge,
because when they are called upon to
testify and give evidence——
. Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. No-
body is making any charge. You are ad-
mitting it on the floor of the House.

Mr. SABATH. No; wait a second. I
am not admitting any such thing. I only
point out that in the daily charges made
on the floor and in the press about the
bungling and inefficiency are not justified
by the facts and never can be substan-
tiated.

I want to be fair. I am told a certain
Senator charged that there were about
$6,000,000,000 wasted upon our neighbors
to the south of us. After careful investi=
gation the amount went down from $6,-
000,000,000 to $167,000,000, not even one-
fortieth part of his statement was true
or was borne out by the facts. In view of
that fact you should see to it, you are a
fair man, of course I know you are the

“ Republican leader, but you should see fo

it that the Republican Members do not
make these charges which cannot be sub=
stantiated because it hurts our country.

Mr, MARTIN of Massachusetts. Let
us get back to the original argument.

Mr. SABATH. These reckless charges
and insinuations are hurting our unity
and are not conducive, or encouraging,
to our brave and courageous men who
are giving their all for our country, who
are disheartened to read these charges,
not knowing, not realizing, that they are
not borne out by the facts, and most of
them are made for purely political
reasons.

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques-
tion.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ZiM-
MERMAN), The question is on agreeing
to the resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

Mr, BUCKLEY. DMr. Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the consideration
of the bill (H. R, 2350) to liberalize the
service pension laws relating to veterans
of the War with Spain, the Philippine
Insurrection, and the China Relief Ex-
pedition, and their dependents.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the con-
sideration of the bill H, R. 2350, with
Mr. Corree in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill,
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By unanimous consent the first read-
ing of the bill was dispensed with.

‘'The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from New York [Mr. BuckLEY] is recog-
nized for 1 hour.

Mr. BUCKLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill be in-
serted in the Recorp at this point.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection,
it is so ordered.

There was no objection,

The bill reads as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That effective the 1st
day of the month following the date of en-
actment of this act the $60 monthly rate of
pension payable for total disability to vet-
erans of the War with Spain, the Philippine
Insurrection, or the China Relief Expedition
under section 1 of the act of June 2, 1930 (46
Stat. 492; U. 8. C., title 38, sec. 365), and the
$60 monthly rate of pension payable to such
veterans upon reaching the age of 65 years
under the provisions of section 1 of the act
of May 24, 1938 (52 Stat. 440; U. 8. C., title
38, sec. 370), are hereby increased to §75.

SEc. 2. Section 2 of the act of May 1, 1926
(44 Stat, 382; U, B, C.. title 38, sec. 364a),
wherein for pension purposes, as to the widow
of any deceased veteran of the War wiih
Spain, the Philippine Insurrection, or the
China Relief Expedition, the marriage date
is defined as September 1, 1922, is hereby
amended, effective the 1st day of the month
following the date of enactment of this act,
by striking out the date “September 1, 1923"
and inserting in lieu thereof the date “Janu-
ary 1, 1838." :

Sec. 3. The act of May 1, 1926 (44 Stat.
382-384; U. B. C,, title 38, secs. 364-364f) is
hereby amended, effective the 1st day of the.
month following the date of enactment of
this act, by adding a new section thereto
numbered 8, to read as follows:

“Sec. 8. The $30 monthly pension payable
to widows and former widows under the pro-
visions of section 2 of this act, as amended,
shall be increased to $40 per month when
the age of 65 years is attained, and the widow
or former widow who was the wife of the
soldier, sallor, or marine during the period
of his service, as defilned in section 2 of this
act, shall be paid a pension at the rate of $50
per month.”

Mr. BUCKLEY. Mr. Chairman, the
following statement is made in support
of H.~ R. 2350, a bill to liberalize the
service pension laws relating to veterans
of the War with Spain, the Philippine
Insurrection, and the China Relief Expe-
dition, and their dependents.

The bill (H. R. 2350) was unanimously
reported by the Committee on Pensions
on October 14, 1943.

Briefly, the bill (H. R. 2350) would
authorize service pensions to veterans
and widows of deceased veterans of the
Spanish-American War, Philippine In-
surrection and China Relief Expedition
more nearly on a parity with veterans
and widows of deceased veterans of the
Civil War. H. R. 2350 does not go as far
as the existing service pension laws per-
taining to veterans of the Civil War as
they receive a minimum of $75 per month
and practically all of them qualify at the
present time for the rate of $100 per
month.

H, R. 2350 would grant the $75 rate
only at age 65 or where the veteran is
totally disabled. Their rate at present is
$60 for age 65 or total disability with
lesser rates for age 62 or disability less
than total.
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The marriage date for widows of Span-
ish-American War veterans is now Sep-
tember 1, 1922, which date would be
changed to January 1, 1938, 40 years after
the beginning of the Spanfsh American
War and 36 years after the close of the
Philippine Insurrection, whereas the
Civil War widows’ delimiting date is June
217, 1905, 44 years after the beginning of
the Civil War and.40 years after the end
of that war.

H. R. 2350 would also grant widows §40
per month if age 65 or over and $50 per
month if the widow was the wife of the
veteran during his service in the Spanish-
American War, Philippine Insurrection,
or China Relief Expedition. The $50
rate and eligibility requirements are
identical with Civil War laws and the $40
rate is identical with the Civil War rate
but the age for eligibility is 65 years in-
stead of 70, taking into consideration the
unemployability of widows age 65 or
over. The existing law grants a widow of
a Spanish-American War, Philippine In-
surrection or China Relief Expedition
veteran only one rate, namely $30 per
month.

The estimated cost for the first year
furnished by the Veterans’ Administra-
tion is as follows:

SectioN 1. 875 for age 65 or total

disability affecting 85,140 vet-

T e R R R S A T S $15, 286, 000
BEc. 2. Widows marriage date

change to Jan. 1, 1938, affect-

ing 4,000 widows_____________

If one-half apply the first

;i et e i SR S T
BEc. 3. 840 rate for widow, age

65; 850 rate for widow if mar=

ried to veteran during war 42,-

000 widows affected. . -ceceuea 8, 242, 000

1, 643, 000
821, 000

Total estimated cost first
s e e LSRR PR 24, 349, 000

From what I have stated you will note
that this bill does not go as far as the
existing laws pertaining to Civil War
veterans. You will recall that the Econ-
omy Act of March 20, 1933, repealed the
service pension laws pertaining to vet-
erans and dependents of deceased veter-
ans. However, the President approved
complete restoration of those laws under
date of August 12, 1935, Public 269,
Seventy-fourth Congress. In the Presi-
dent’s statement at the time of approval
of the measure he stressed the case of
Spanish-American War veterans as be-
ing comparable to the Civil War veterans
and his action was not a precedent for
World War veterans for whom other
benefits had been provided. The cir-
cumstances surrounding their service
and other reasons show that the Span-
jish-American War group must properly
be afforded benefits granted Civil War
cases. The President’s statement ap-
pears in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, Sen-
ate, volume 79, part 12, page 13033, Au-
gust 14, 1935.

What is requested by H. R. 2350 is
simple justice to these veterans advanced
in years and widows who are in need of
pensions and are denied although they
lived with and cared for the veteran in
some cases as long as 15 years. You will
note that the marriage date proposed
conforms with Civil War, being some-
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what more conservative and by fixing the
date at January 1, 1938, about 6 years
back, no widow could come on the rolls
who married the veteran after that date.

Further, the House recently passed
H. R. 3356 and H. R. 3377, which provide
increased rates for World War No, 1 and
the same rates for World War No. 2 vet-
erans and in the case of H, R. 3356 in-
crease is provided for the widows and
children of World War No. 1 deceased
veterans and the same rates are made fo
apply to widows and children of deceased
World War No. 2 veterans.

At the time of the debate on H. R.
3356 and H. R. 3377 for example, the
question was asked as to increases for the
veterans and widows of veterans of the
Spanish-American War, Philippine In-
surrection and the China Relief Expedi~
tion. This bill (H. R. 2350) was then re-
ferred to as the one which would meet
this need. :

In view of the conservative and equit-
able provisions of H. R. 2350 and the
committment of the Government to this
group, I urge passage of the measure.

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUCKLEY. 1 yield.

Mr. COLE of New York. Is it correct
that this bill is predicated upon the in-
creased cost of living?

Mr. BUCKLEY. - That is right in part.

Mr. COLE of New York. That being
so, I am curious to know why the com-
mittee did not make temporary, rather
than permanent legislation.

Mr. BUCKLEY. Well, it is to cor-
respond with the legislation for the Civil
War veterans at the present time,

Mr. GREEN. Will the gentleman
yield to me?

Mr. BUCKELEY. I yield to the gentle-
man from Florida [Mr, GREeN].

Mr, GREEN. What is the percentage
increase? A widow is raised from $30 to
$40 a month?

Mr. BUCKLEY. From $30 to $40, un-
less she was the wife of a veteran at the
time of the war.

Mr. GREEN. The Spanish War vet-
erans are raised from $55 to $75?

Mr. BUCKLEY. From $60 to $75, the
same as Civil War veterans.

Mr. GREEN. That will give the Span-
jsh War veterans and their dependents a
similar increase to what we have already
granted for the World War veterans.

Mr. BUCKLEY. Yes: exactly the
same as the Civil War vetérans are get-
ting.

Mr. COLE of New York. Will the gen-
tleman yield further to me?

Mr. BUCKLEY. I yield.

Mr. COLE of New York. If the basis of
this bill is due to the increased cost of
living, why is it that the committee did
not consider an adjustment of pensions
for Civil War veterans and their widows,
who have to bear the increased cost of
living proportionately equal to the vet-
erans of any other war?

Mr. BUCKLEY, We did not take into
consideration only the increased cost of
living. We also took into consideration
the fact that the Civil War veterans are
getting $75 a month, and we gave the
Spanish War veterans who went into the
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war with the same understanding, the
same pension,

Mr. COLE of New York. Is there any
measure pending before your committee
looking toward an adjustment of Civil
War pensions due to the increased cost
of living? :

Mr. BUCKLEY. My committee does
not have anything to do with Civil War
veterans.

Mr. MANSFIELD of Montana.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUCKLEY. I yield.

Mr. MANSFIELD of Montana.
permanent legislation, is it not?

Mr. BUCKLEY, Yes; this is perma=
nent legislation.

Mr. MANSFIELD of Montana. The
marriage date of wives is advanced from
1922 to 19387

Mr, BUCKLEY. That is right.

Mr. MANSFIELD of Montana. And it
will go into effect the first of the month
immediately after the passage of the
measure by both the House and Senate
and signing by the President?

Mr. BUCKLEY. That is right.

Mr. MANSFIELD of Montana. Ithank
the gentleman. As a veteran myself, I
am interested in- the welfare of veterans
of all wars. I want the House to know
that I am in wholehearted accord with
this bill and my only regret is that it
was not brought to the floor before this,

Mr. BROOKS. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. BUCKLEY, I yield.

. Mr, BROOKS. We recently passed a
bill increasing the pension of World War
w_aterans. Is the rate of increase in this
b_111 for Spanish War veterans substan=-
tially in line with the increase for World
War veterans’ pensions?

Mr. BUCELEY. I should say it is.

Mr. BROOKS. I would like to ask the
gentleman this question: The hill refers
to veterans reaching the age of 65 under
the provisions of the originallaw. What
of these Spanish War veterans under the
age of 65?

Mr, BUCKLEY. The average age of
Spanish-American War vetérans, as I
have been informed, is 69 years.

Mr. BROOKS. Are there none at all
living under 65 years of age?

Mr. BUCKLEY. There are not very
many. .

Mr. BROOKS. What about the few
who are living?

Mr. BUCELEY. There are very few.

Mr. EROOKS. Would they get less
than $75?

Mr. EUCELEY. They would get less,
but the average age is 69, as I under-
stand it.

Mr. BROOKS. Suppose they are in-
capacitated and are under 65?2

Mr. BUCKLEY. They are provided
for anyway by rates for disability or age.
They get $100 a month if they are re-
quired to have an attendant, regardless
of their age.

Mr. BROOKS. If the incapacity is
non-service-connected, would they re-
ceive $100?

Mr: BUCKLEY. They would receive
$100 if in need of aid and attendance.

Mr,

This is
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Mr, BROOKS. As against §75, if they
are over 65?

My, BUCKLEY. That is right.

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUCKLEY. I yield.

Mr. SPRINGER, I notice by the bill
in section 2 you change the marriage
date from September 1, 1922, to Janu-
ary 1, 1938. Would the gentleman ex-
plain the reason for making that change
in the marriage date?

Mr. BUCKLEY. To make this bill
conform with the Civil War veterans’
law. Their marriage date is about 39
years after the Civil War. The Span-
ish-American War date now will be
about 39 years after the Spanish-Amer-
ican War.

Mr. SPRINGER. And this change,
which is proposed in this measure, con-
forms almost identically with the change
which was made in the Civil War mar-
riage date? .

Mr. BUCEKLEY, Yes The |only
change is a reduction in the age limit
from 70 years to 65 years for the $40
rate for widows.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr., Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUCKLEY. I yield.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Was I correct in
understanding the gentleman to say
that the annual cost of this change
would be around $24,500,000?

Mr, BUCKLEY. That is right, about
$24,349,000 the first year.

Mr. CRAWFORD. For veterans and
. widows of veterans, both groups?

Mr. BUCKLEY, That is right; that
will take care of all of them.

Mr. CRAWFORD. In view of the
gentleman's explanation of the last
three or four questions submitted, was
the controlling factor in arriving at $75
per month the increase granted veterans
of the Civil War or the increase in the
cost of living?

Mr. BUCKLEY. Increase in the cost
of living accounted for some of it and
the other factor was to bring them in
line with the treatment given the Civil
War veterans,

Mr. CRAWFORD. I do not want to be

too technical about this and I am serious

in my question, but if the formula was
that because the Civil War veterans had
been raised to $75 a month and we move
up to that, it seems to me—and I want
to be clear on this—that that is the pri-
mary or controlling factor in this par-
ticular instance. Am I wrong?

Mr. BUCKLEY. No; the gentleman is
not wrong in that.

Mr., CRAWFORD. I undertand, of
course, that the gentleman’s commitiee
did give consideration to the increased
cost of living.

Mr. BUCKLEY. That is right.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Would the gentle-
man care to commit himself in advance
on his own personal opinion or that of his
committee so far as he can with respect
to the situation that would prevail if the
cost of living continued to rise? Would
it be the disposition of the committee to
recommend to the House any further in-
crease, this going primarily, I think, to
the cost of living? I am not going to
press for an answer,
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Mr. BUCKLEY. I cannot tell what the
policy of the Congress may be in the
future in regard to an increase.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I was inquiring as
to the committee, but I am not going to
press the question because I know it is
somewhat out of line with general pro-
cedure.

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr, Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUCKLEY. I yield.

Mr. WICKERSHAM. There is not
anything in the bill which grants in-
creases to those who have not reached
age 65 or who are not incapacitated; is
there?

Mr. BUCKLEY. I have been informed
there are very few under 65.

Mr. WICKERSHAM. 1 happen to
know a few under 65.

Mr. BUCKRLEY, Very few; the great
majority are over.

Mr. ANGELL. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BUCKLEY. I yield..

Mr. ANGELL. I have received more
communications with reference to this
legislation perhaps than any other from
my district, and I am wondering what
has happened that the committee was so
long in having the bill brought to the
floor.

Mr. BUCKLEY. ThatI cannot answer,

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BUCKLEY. I yield.

Mr. RANKIN. I notice that section 8
provides:

SEec. 8. The $30 monthly pension payable to
widows and former widows under the provi-
sions of section 2 of this act, as amended,
shall be increased to $40 per month when the
age of 65 years is attalned, and the widow or
former widow who was the wife of the sol-
dier, sailor, or marine during the period of
his service, as deflned in section 2 of this

act, shall be paid a pensiun at the rate of $50
per month.

Does that mean regardless of whether
the soldier or sailor had a service-con-
nected disability?

Mr. BUCKLEY. Yes, service connec-
tion is not required.

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 5 minutes.

Mr. Chairman, as a minority member
of this committee I want to say that our
chairman in the interrogations here has

_covered this bill rather completely, and

my statement will be rather brief. I
think it is well to keep in mind in mat-
ters of this kind that the average age
of these veterans of the Spanish-Amer-
ican War is 69. The average age of the
widows is" 65. I am informed that the
Spanish veterans are passing out, are
dying, at the rate of over 5,000 a year,

These men were volunteers, regardless
of the trials and tribulations of the war-
fare of that time. The country did issue
the call for soldiers to perform a duty
and these men responded. They went
through some very trying places upon
the earth. They had yellow fever to
contend with, as I recall, and they had
a great deal of trouble with bad meat
that made one of the scandals of that
day. Many of them came back broken
in health,
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The committee listened to and gave
consideration to all the witnesses inter-
ested in this legislation and the com-
mittee voted unanimously in favor of the
bill. I believe it is reasonable and just.
I hope the House this afternoon will see
fit to pass favorably upon this legisla-
tion.

Mr., JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. ELLIS. I yield.

Mr. JENKINS. AsIunderstand, prac-
tically all Spanish-American War vet-
erans are now above age 65; am I right?

Mr, ELLIS. The average is 69.

Mr. JENKINS. That is the average,
but there are a very few under 65.

Mr. ELLIS. I should think so.

Mr. JENKINS. That being the case,
this bill would apply to practically every
Spanish War veteran and increase his
pension $15 a month.

Mr, ELLIS. That is my understand-
ing. I think it involves about 84,000
veterans,

Mr. JENKINS. And under this bill the
pensions of the widows are increased only
$10. 1Is that right?

Lr., ELLIS. That is my understand-
ing; yes.

Mr, JENKINS. Regardless of her age
and regardless of what she is drawing
now,

Mr. ELLIS. That is right.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, ELLIS. I yield.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I wish fo inquire in
this manner by reason of this coming up
at this time and the witnesses having
appeared and especially in the light of
the fact that the average age of these
people is 69 years, what evidence was
shown to the committee that $75 would
cover the physical needs of this particu-
lar group at this time under today’s cost
of necessities? Was there any evidence
submitted along that line?

Mr. ELLIS. No specific evidence, to
my knowledge. It was more or less an
arbitrary figsure. It was realized and
recognized that what they were getting
was not sufficiently comfortable to live
on today. That was my basis of reason-
ing on it and it may have been the reas-
oning of the others, I do not know.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am not informed
on the Civil War pension matter. What
did we pay the Civil War veterans, $757

Mr, ELLIS. I cannot answer that
question.

Mr, CRAWFORD. The chairman of
the committee spoke about this being re-
lated to what was paid the Civil War
veteran,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. ELLIS. Mr, Chairman, I yield
myself 10 additional minutes,

Mr. CRAWFORD. What is the tie-in
between this pension of $75 a month and
the amount we paid the Civil War vet-
erans?

Mr, DONDERO Will the gentieman
yield?

Mr. ELLIS, I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr, DONDERO. In answer to the
gentleman’s inquiry, it is my understand-
ing that we are doing for the Spanish-
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American War veterans at their age
what we did for the veterans of the Civil
War at a like age.

Mr. ELLIS. That is my understand-

ing.

Mr. CRAWFORD. That is what I am
trying to confirm. What did we pay
those veterans, $75 a month?

Mr. ELLIS. I will direct that question
to the chairman of the committee who,
more than likely, has the information.

Mr. CRAWFORD. The question I
submit is this: What did we pay the Civil
War veterans in the form of pensions at
about the average age of 69? Was it $75
a month?

Mr. BUCELEY. Seventy-five dollars
& month.

Mr. CRAWFORD. That answers my
question. Here is what is in my mind.
We are having all this veterans’ legisla-
tion come through here now for review,
these sums that are being discussed to
be paid men upon being released from
the Army, whether they go directly back
into a war industry job that pays these
fantastically high wages which we are
now paying or whether they remain out
of a job. I am not protesting. I am
trying to get something straight in my
own mind., Apparently we are going now
into a program which will call for vast
sums and increased amounts to be paid
to men who have heen allied with our
military activities. If this is to be some-
what the pattern, I am wondering what
$75 per month will do in the way of giv-
ing a fairly decent living to a man with
an average age of 69 years on today’s
basis of the cost of living. That is what
is back of my mind, and especially as I
relate that proposition to the sums that
are being discussed, fixed amounts to a
man if he is released from the Army
and if he is physically able to go back
into a war industry. I am wondering if
the gentleman can give me any comfort
with respect to that general set of ques-
tions.

Mr. ELLIS. That was a rather lengthy
question and covered a great field. I
think the gentleman is making a worth-
while, observation. The gentleman from
Wisconsin this afternoon brought very
forcibly to our attention that in consider-
ing these things we should look at it as an
over-all picture with reference to the
problems we are going to be faced with
in the very near future. I made an ob-
servation here awhile ago that it satis-
fied my own conscience in relation to
this: That these men were up in years
and that they were dropping off at the
rate of five or six thousand a year; so, as
for myself, I considered that a problem
just alone. When the Second World War
comes to us that will be something else.

Mr. STEFAN. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. ELLIS. I yield to the gentleman
from Nebraska.

Mr, STEFAN, I am very much in
favor of this bill because I think it is long

" overdue the Spanish-American War
veterans. I would like to ask the gentle-
man some questions that perhaps the
hearings have developed. Will the mem-
bers of the Philippine Scouts who par-
ticipated in the Philippine Insurrection
benefit by this bill?
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Mr. ELLIS, I will direct that question
to the chairman of the committee.

Mr. DONDERO. The gentleman will
find that answer in line 6, page 1, of the
bill. :

Mr. STEFAN. It does not say any-
thing about the Philippine Scouts. I am
talking about the Philippine Scouts.

Mr. DONDERO. Does the gentleman
mean those who are natives of the Phil-
ippine Islands?

Mr. STEFAN. Yes; butin the enlisted
forces of the United States Army.

Mr. ELLIS. I am not prepared to an-
swer that question.

Mr. STEFAN. Was anything said
about that in the hearings?

Mr. ELLIS. I do not recall.

Mr. STEFAN. The bill is to liberalize
the service pensions awarded to veterans
of the Spanish War and the Chinese ex-
pedition. That is the Boxer Rebellion?

Mr. ELLIS. Yes.

Mr. STEFAN. Was there anything de-
veloped in the hearings regarding the
Philippine Constabulary members?

Mr. ELLIS. I do noft recall. If my
memory serves me correctly, there was
not.

Mr. STEFAN. Nothing was said about
the Philippine Constabulary members
who participated in the Philippine In-
surrection. The gentleman cannot clar-
ify my mind about the Philippine Scouts?

Mr. ELLIS. I am sorry, I cannot.

Mr. STEFAN. I am very much in fa-
vor of this bill. I would like to talk to
the gentleman, sometime off the record
about the Philippine Scouts who are very
much interested in veterans' bills that
we bring on the floor of the House here
because they are a part of the armed
forces of the United States although most
of them are now in the hands of the

Japanese. .
Mr. JENKINS. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. ELLIS. I yield to the gentleman
from Ohio.

Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman may
have answered this, but I did not hear it.
Has a similar bill to this been passed by
the Senate during the present session?

Mr. ELLIS. I cannot answer that
question,

Mr. JENKINS. I thought the Senate
had.

Mr. ELLIS. I cannot answer the ques-
tion.

Mr. JENKINS. I understand from the
Clerk that the Senate has not passed a
companion bill. I want to congratulate
the gentleman on his activities with ref-
erence to this legislation and I hope it
passes.

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, ELLIS. I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. DONDERO, The total amount in-
volved in this bill is about $30,000,000, as
I understand.

Mr, ELLIS. No, my understanding is
that it is $24,500,000.

Mr, DONDERO. This will gradually
decrease, of course, as time goes on and
the number of veterans grows less.

Mr, ELLIS. Yes.
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Mr. DONDERO. This is a good bill, in
the gentleman’s judgment?

Mr, ELLIS, It certainly is,

Mr. DONDERO. It ought to pass. It
is the first duty of government to pro-
vide for those who bear the brunt of the
battles of the nations, and their widows
and orphans,

Mr. ELLIS, Yes.
bu;’lur. DONDERO. Iwant tosupport this

Mr. BUCKLEY., Mr. Chairman, I
vield: such time as he may desire to the
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ALLEN],

Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana. Mr. Chair-
man, there is no occasion for a long dis-
cussion of this bill. It is short. The
Committee on Pensions feels that the
bill is entirely justified.

I want to mention something here that
has not been mentioned heretofore, I he-
lieve, and that is the fact that the Span-
ish-American War veterans put off this
issue as long as they could. They have
had it in mind, as I understand, but have
put it off. They did not want to send a
bill to the House, but the increase in the
cost of living and the increasing age of
the veterans have forced them to ask
for the passage of this bill,

The Committee on Pensions heard
various witnesses and voted unanimously

_to bring this bill to the House.

The bill simply increases the pension
of veterans of the Spanish-American
War, and the other groups mentioned
therein from $60 to $75 per month for
those who are totally disabled and for
those who are not totally disabled if
they have reached the age of 65. Note,
all totally disabled are advanced to $75
per month, and-all others are advanced
to $75 if they are 65 years of age. That
covers nearly all of them, for the aver-
age age is 69.

As to the marriage date, that is
changed from September 1, 1922, to Jan-
uary 1, 1938. This was done to corre=
spond to pensions to Civil War widows.
The delimiting marriage date with ref-
erence to Civil War widows was June 27,
1905, about 40 years after the Civil War.
This bill fixes the delimiting marriage
date for Spanish-American war widows
at January 1, 1938, about 40 years after
the war was terminated.

" As to the widows, I understand all of
them are now getting $30 par month if

-married to the veteran prior to Septem-

ber 1, 1922. This bill simply increases
that amount to $40 per month, provided
they are 65 years of age, and extends the
marriage date to January 1, 1938, and if
they were the wives of the men while
they were in the service they get $50 per
month. This likewise is largely in con-
formity to the law regulating pensions
to Civil War widows. In other words,
the bill makes a distinction between the
widow who was the wife of the veteran
during the war and those married after
the war, just as the law does as to Civil
War widows.

We submit it is entitled to the unani-
mous approval of this House. The cost
of living has gone up. The veterans and
widows of veterans are getting old, and it
is felt that this increase is necessary and
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deserved by the Spanish-American War
veterans and their widows.

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
Crawrorp] asked several times about the
basis of this bill. The bill is based on
the fact that these veterans are now of
an average age of 69 years, and also
upon the increasing cost of living. Many
of them are in their seventies. Perhaps
very few are below 65. This Nation can-
not afford to neglect these veterans.
Also, as I have just pointed out, a similar
treatment was given Civil War veterans
when they were about that .age. The
Veterans' Administration has stated that
the widows are at an average age of 64.
Likewise, as I indicated, their treatment
in this bill is similar to the treatment
accorded widows of Civil War veterans.
Your Committee on Pensions has tried
to make this bill conform as mearly as
possible with what was done for the Civil
War veterans.

Mr. CASE, Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana. I yield to
the gentleman from South Dakota.

Mr. CASE. I wish to ask concerning
section 2 of the bill, which relates to
the change in the marriage date. Is the
effect of changing the date from Sep-
tember 1, 1922, to January 1, 1938, to
make eligible for widows' pensions wid-
ows who have been unable to establish
service connection as a cause for the
death of the veteran?

Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana. No; this is
not a service-connection bill.

Mr. CASE., Perhaps the gentleman
did not get my question. As I under-
stand, in some cases if service connection
is shown the widow gets greater pension
rights. J

Mr, ALLEN of Louisiana. TUnder this
bill if the widow is 65 years of age and
married the veteran before January 1,
1938, she gets $40 per month., If she was
the wife of the veteran while he was in
tha service then she gets $50 per month.
Does that answer the gentleman’s ques-
tion?

Mr. CASE. I am not entirely sure it
does. I was referring not to section 3
but to section 2.

Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana. My under-
standing is that under the law now
widows of Spanish-American War vet-
erans who married the veterans after
September 1, 1922, are not paid any pen-
sion at all. This bill extends that date
to January 1, 1938. The marriage must
have taken place before September 1,
1922,

Mr. CASE. If there was not service
connection?

Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana. That does
not alter the situation. The widow must
have married the veteran before Sep-
tember 1, 1922, in all cases. Now we
bring this down to January 1, 1938, in
this bill, which we understand is almost
exaetly in line with the Civil War situa-
tion.

Mr. CASE. 1 thank the gentleman
for his explanation,

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr.
will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ALLEN of Louisiana. I yield to
the gentleman from Michigan.

Chairman,
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Mr. CRAWFORD. This additional
question will come up that we shall have
to try to answer. If I understood the
gentleman correctly a moment ago, this
change in the marriage date was to make
the present situation as related to the
Spanish-American War veterans very
closely conform to the marriage date and
the status of the widows of Civil War
veterans.

Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana. General
Hines told us it was almost the same.

Mr.. CRAWFORD. In other words,
that is the real reason for changing the
marriage date? .

Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana.
reason.

Mr. BROOKS, Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana. I yield to my
distinguished colleague from Louisiana,
an able member of the Military Affairs
Committee.

Mr. BROOKS. Iam sure my colleague
has made a long and exhaustive study of
this subject. I just had cccasion to ask
the distinguished chairman of the Com-
mittee on World War Veterans’ Legisla-
tion in reference to those veterans who
are under the age of 65, does the gentle-
man believe that this bill adequately
cares for them and gives them the in-
crease that we think those above 65 are
entitled fo?

Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana. I think most
of them get a pension under the present
law. This will help them greatly. This
was requested by the Spanish-American
War veterans. It is probably the best
that can be done now. I am sure these
veterans will welcome the benefits under
this bill. -

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana. I yield.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Do I understand
now that General Hines or the Veterans’
Administration recommended the in-
creases and also the change in dates of
marriage?

Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana. There is a
lengthy letter from General Hines in the
hearings. I would not say that he rec-
ommends it. That is not usually done.
He advises the committees having to do
with such legislation as to the facts and
leaves the other to the legislative branch
of the Government. But I will say this,
that the date, January 1, 1938, as I re~
call, was fixed because of the testimony
of General Hines. In other words, he
testified that that was in line with the
Civil War situation, and that is why it
was fixed.

Mr. CRAWFORD. The Veterans' Ad-
ministration did not in any way oppose
the legislation?

Mr, ALLEN of Louisiana. They sim-
ply took the position that it was not in
line with the President’s program as they
often do with reference to hills,

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the gentleman
go so far as to say that the Veterans’
Administration supported the legislation?

Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana. No; not spe-
cifically. I think the Veterans’ Adminis-
tration took a position similar to what it
has taken in many other bills, They rec-

That is the
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ognize it is a matter for the legislative
branch of the Government to pass on.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I thank the gen-
tleman.

Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana. But the
whole thing is this: If we want to put
these people on a parity with what was
done for the Civil War veterans a good
many years ago, then we owe this to the
Spanish-American War veterans and
widows of Spanish-American War vet-
erans.

Mr., CRAWFORD. Mr, Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?
Mr., ALLEN of Louisiana. I yield.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Of course, the gen-
tleman now is referring to age, marriage
date, and dollar volume of pensions, is he
not?

Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana. Well; yes.

Mr. CRAWFORD. In other words, I
think the gentleman will agree with me
that $75 per month today to a veteran
of the average age of 65, will not bring
what $75 would bring a veteran of an
average age of 65, say 20 years ago?

Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana. That is a
matter of elementary knowledge, I will
say, to the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. BUCKLEY., Mr. Chairman, I
yield such time as he may desire to the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
LaNE].

Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, the bill
under debate, H, R. 2350, proposes to
liberalize the service pension laws re-
lating to veterans of the War with
Spain, the Philippine Insurrection, and
the China Relief Expedition, and their
dependents. The Committee on Pen-
sions has conducted hearings on the
proposal and after careful study has rec-
ommended its enactment. I understand,
however, that opposition to its passage
has arisen and this causes me to rise to
urge strongly on the Members of this
House that they adhere to the recom-
mendation of the committee and vote for
its enactment.

Briefly, the bill proposes to increase
the rate of pension payable to veterans
of the Spanish War and other military
operations of this country. The provi-
sions of the bill require age 65 or total
disability to entitle veterans to $75 per
month.

Section 2 of the bill eliminates present
inequalities by delimiting the marriage
date for service pension to widows, de-
fining the date as January 1, 1938.

Section 3 provides for a reasonable
increase of widows’ service pension from
$30 to $40 per month at 65 years of age
and grants $50 per month to the widow
who was the wife of the veteran dur-
ing his war service,

That these increases are justified, or
rather demanded, is apparent. It is now
45 years after the war, and the veterans
and their widows are advanced in age
and in most cases unable to work, The
other factor that makes-favorable action
imperative is the fact the living costs
have greatly increased for the people
who would benefit without any corre-
sponding increase in income, The let-
ters which I have received from my con-
stituents have testified to the fact that
the increases proposed are necessary if
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the recipients are to cope with higher
prices.

Public attention has recently become
belatedly aware that there are great
numbers of our people who, because
their income has not increased, have
been severely squeezed by mounting
costs. I have repeatedly pointed out
that these people, because not organized
for the purpose of forcing attention to
their needs, have been cruelly sacrificed
before organized pressure groups and
the inevitable inflation which has de-
valuated our purchasing power, dollar
for dollar.

Not the least among these numbers
are the recipients of pension payments,
which are the just recognition of all the
people of services rendered by men who
defended our country in her past wars.
They are particularly affected because
their advanced age makes it impossible
for them to capitalize on opportunities
for offsetting decreased purchasing
power which are available to most
others.

Congress, together with the Nation as
a whole, is now taking steps to assure
adeguate financial assistance for our
present fighting men as they return
from the war. We all acknowledge that
this is as it should be. Moreover, pres-
ent events have focused our attention
on the necessity of bolstering and ex-
tending certain benefits to veterans of
World War No. 1 and their dependents.
Several bills have passed the House re-
cently making such provisions. -

Consequently, it is manifest that we
would be acting from other motives than
recognifion of need and acknowledgment
of indebtedness if we failed to support
the provisions of the measure now un-
der consideration. I have testimony
sufficient to satisfy me that the neced
exists, in the letters which I have re-
ceived, The United Spanish War Vet-
erans of Lynn, Mass., of Revere, Mass., of
Peabody, Mass., as well as their auxilia-
ries, acting independently, have through
their commanders, impressed me with
the need for the enactment of H. R. 2350.
The need patently exists; why then do
we hesitate?

Perhaps some may doubt then of our
indebtedness to these veterans., But are
not these men veterans in the full sense
of the term? Did they not fight in our
country’s cause? Does the passage of
fime forgive our responsibility? Our
fichting men today would have cause for
concern if we confessed this. I am in-
clined to believe that our indebtedness
is more closely associated to the need
that exists than to the mere passage of
time.

But we have a more definite obliga-
tion even than this, Mr, Harry B. Her-
shey, national chairman of the Allied
Veterans' Association reminds me that
“when the Spanish War broke out a def-
inite promise was made that the Spanish
War veterans would receive pension
rights under the same policy and in like
manner as were granted to the veterans
of the Civil War and their dependents.”
H. R. 2350 provides for just that. The
responsibility is clear and I am confi-
dent that the majority of the members

S e P L S

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

will acknowledge their awareness of that
responsibility.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky., Mr.
Chairman, I rise in support of H. R. 2350,
which liberalizes the service-pension
laws relating to veterans of the War with
Spain, the Philippine Insurrection, the
China Relief Expedition, and their wid-
ows. I is a genuine pleasure to me to
have an opportunity to speak and vote
for this measure and I trust that there
will not be a single vote cast against it. -

When I came to Congress years ago, I
sought and was given a place on the Pen-
sions Committee of the House, and I
helped to write and report favorably the
bill that became the act of June 2, 1920,
This measure granted a service pension
to all veterans who had served 90 days or
more between April 1898 and July 1902,
with an honorable discharge, and I have
voted for each and every measure to
inerease the pensions of Spanish-Ameri-
can War, Philippine Insurrection, and

China Relief Expedition veterans. The’

last bill we passed granted a pension of
$60 per month to these veterans who
were totally and permanently disabled,
and if they were not permanently and
totally disabled they would get $60 per
month when they attained the age of 65.
Section I of H, R. 2350 increases this
pension to $75 per month to veterans of
both of these groups, those totally dis-
abled, and also those who have reached
the age of 65. I might say in passing
that the average age of the Spanish War
veterans now is 69 years, and in view of
the increased cost of living and their
advancing years, they need and should
be granted this increase. There are now
85,140 of such veterans on the rolis.
This will entail an additional cost of
$15,286,000 the first year. I am grieved
to say, however, that these fine veterans
are dying by the thousands every year,
and the cost will be diminished from year
to year. This does not repeal the present
law granting pensions of $100 per month
to those requiring the regular aid and at-
tendance of ancther person.

Our Pension Committee of the House
reported out a bill, and I had charge of
it on the floor of the House, granting
pensions to the widows of Spanish War
veterans, which became the act of Sep-
tember 1, 1922, and under the present
law no widow of a Spanish War veteran
can secure a pension unless she married
the veteran before September 1, 1922.
Section II of this bill advances the mar-
riage date to January 1, 1938, and there-
fore the widows of these veterans who
married prior to January 1, 1938 will he
entitled to a pension. The Veterans' Ad-
ministration estimates that there are ap-
proximately 4,000 widows and remarried
widows of veterans who married after
September 1, 1922, and before January 1,
1938, who will be entitled to pensions. If
all of these apply and are granted pen-
sions, this will add $1,642,000 per year.
I might also say that our pension com-
mittee reported out a bill increasing the
pensions of Spanish War veterans and
their dependents 6625 percent, and I had
charge of that bill on the floor of the
House. It became the act of May 1, 1926.
On a roll call this bill received every
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vote cast in the House, and on a roll call
in the Senate it received every vote cast.
Under the present laws the widows and
former widows of Spanish War veterans
receive $30 per month. The hill before
us amends the act of May 1, 1526, and
grants a pension of $40 per month to
all Spanish War widows and former wid-
ows when they have attained the age of
65 years, and if such widow was the wife
of the soldier, sailor, or marine while he
was in the service, she is entitled to re-
ceive a pension of $50 per month when
she attains the age of 65 years. The total
increased expense to the Government of
this legislation is estimated at $24,349,-
000. In view of the high cost of living
and the increase in the ages of these vet-
erans and their widows, these increases
are not only just but they are necessary
in order to enable the veterans and their
widows to support themselves. I have
said many times on the floor of the House
and Senate that this great Republic
should never permit its defenders and
their dependents to hecome the objects
of public charity, and I have also said
many times one of the best investments
for national defense is the grateful ac-
knowledgment of the Congress and the
Nation to our defenders and their de-
pendents of the heroic, courageous and
patriotic service the veterans have ren-
dered to our country. This bill refers
to the act of 1930. I helped to pass that
bill as a member of the Senate over the
President’s veto.

It has been my pleasure to vote for
measures that are helpful to our sol-
diers, sailors, and marines in the present
great war, They are doing a magnificent
job on land, sea, and in the air, and they
will, as their fathers have done before,
bring victory to our country, and I am
very happy today that the House of Rep-
resentatives by the passage of this hill
will show to those who are now defend-
ing us, and the Spanish War veterans
that the Congress and the Nation have
not forgotten the heroic and valiant serv-
ices of the veterans of the Spanish-Amer-
ican War. Some days ago we passed
some hills in the House to increase the
compensations and pensions of the vet-
erans of World War No. 1. We must
never forget those who are now defend-
ing us and those who have gone ouf and
won our other wars. We may do too
little, but we cannot do too much for
the men and women who offer their lives
and who give their lives or their health
to preserve and protect this great Nation,

Mr. BUCEKLEY. Mr, Chairman, I
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
California [Mr. HOLIFIELD].

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in support of the bill (H. R. 2350).
I think the tenor shown here today is
such that the bill will pass, and I think
it should, in justice to two particular
factors: Unity of {reatment compared
with Civil War veterans, and the rise in
the cost of living.

I want to divert for just a moment to
give my idea on pensions in general.

Pensions to veterans and dependents
are usually based on a carefully consid-
ered amount designed to barely cover
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the necessities of life. Pensions are
static in dollar units. Necessities of life
constantly vary in dollar units. It
seems to me that an adequate pension at
a certain period becomes an inadequate
pension 5, 10, or 15 years later. That is
why it is necessary, from time to time,
for these bills to come to the fioor for re-
vision. The cost of living has gone up
26 percent since 1939 and because of that
fact $60 to a Spanish-American War vet-
eran of 4 years ago, only buys today
$44.40 worth of groceries and clothes.
When that pension was originally set
here, it was set for the purpese of provid-
ing a standard of living for these worthy
people. That standard has risen and it
has fallen as the prices in the commodity
index of the necessities of life goes up and
down. A $40 pension of a widow 4 years
ago, would buy $40 worth of food and
clothing and today it will only buy $29.60
worth of commedities. So, in effect, this
increase is just restoring to them the pur-
chasing power of the dollar of a few
years ago.

I believe that a scientific approach to

the whole question of pensions could be-

made. I think a commission could be
set up—it may already exist—whose duty
would be to gear pensions to a certain
standard of living which we think com-
mensurate with the needs involved at the
time of the passage of the act. A revi-
sion of dollar units could be made every
2 or 3 years, by this impartial commis-
sion, in order to maintain this standard of
living, as geared to the recognized com-
modity index. Then these different bills,
coming up many times after 10 or 15
years of discouragement on the part of
the veterans, would be unnecessary.
There would be an automatic lifting and
falling of dollar units, and the general
standard of living would be meaintained
throughout the pericd of the veteran’s
dependency upon those benefits.

I trust that this pension bill—H. R.
2350—in its present form will be passed.
I am heartily in support of it. The vet-
erans and widows of the War with Spain,
the Philippine Insurrection; and the
China Relief Expedition are in dire need
of this additional allowance on their
pensions,

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may require to the gen-
tleman from South Dakota [Mr. Casgl.

Mr. CASE. Mr. Chairman, there is a
great deal of interest in this legislation
and I have had a great deal of corre-
spondence about it. The South Dakota
State Soliders’ Home is located at Hot
Springs, 8. Dak., in my district, as is
Battle Mountain Sanitarium, a facility of
the Veterans’ Administration. Veterans
of the Spanish-American War are found
at both places and widows of veterans are
members of the State Soliders’ Home.,

Thinking of them calls to mind the
resentment that these people feel at a
term that was used in Public, No. 144, a
law that was passed last summer. The
term was “inmate.” These good people

rightly feel that the term “member”

should be used for the membership of
homes that are established in gratitude
for service rendered. The term “inmate”
is more properly used for instifutions of
a penal or corrective nature.
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The use of the term in Public, No. 144,
was particularly unfortunate because of
the legal interpretations that have been
placed upon it, for it has resulted in a
reduction of pensions for some members
who were away from the Home on an ex-
tended furlough trying to help farmers
handle their summer’s crops. They cer-
tainly had no notice that their ahsence
on an unannounced day would have such
an effect. And they certainly had no
idea that the Federal Government would
penalize them for trying to do their bit.
In fact, Congress had waived penalties
on recipients of old-age assistance, if
they suppleimented their meager allow-
ances by trying to do a few farm chores
or help with haying,

Yet the mere incident that they were
not in the home upon the particular
day that the law was approved by the
President resulted in reducing their pen-
sion from $60 to $20 per month. That
was the first interpretation given the act.

Subsequently the solicitor for the Vet-
erans’ Administration advises me, a 30-
day furlough was recognized as not de-
stroying the veteran's membership in the
home, but that 30-day period expired in
mid-July, still penalizing the Spanish
War veteran who had taken a 60- or 90-
day furlough.

I may say that I have discussed the
matter with the solicitor and am hoping
that this matter can be cleared up by
reconstructing the act in accord with
what I believe was the intent of Congress.
For certainly I do not believe that any
Member of the Congress intended that
any such discrimination should result.
Indeed I think that the Veterans® Admin-
istration has no such policy, and that the
matter can be adjusted by reinterpreta-
tion of the act.

It is customary, I am informed, to
recognize 90 days as the logical period
for a trial visit to which a veteran is
entitled when he seeks to determine his
ability to maintain himself before re-
ceiving a final discharge from facilities
within the direct jurisdiction of the
Veterans' Administration.

The same 90-day rule should be applied
to State soldiers’ homes or other facilities
recognized by the Veterans' Adminis-
tration.

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr, BREEM].

Mr, BREHM. Mr. Chairman, I am in
favor of this bill increasing the amount
to the veterans and their dependents,
and regret that it has been so long de-
layed.

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may require to the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. McCowEeN].

Mr. McCOWEN, Mr. Chairman, I rise
in support of this bill, H. R. 2350. I have
had many letters from veterans and wid-
ows of veterans urging the passage of
this bill. They are in great need because
of the increase in the cost of living. Many
of them are getting along in years, need
medical and other attention because of
advanced age and fllness. It is highly
important that financial help by in-
creased pensions he given now hefore it
is too late,
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As a general rule it would be utterly
impossible to, even in a small way, com-
pensate deserving soldiers for the great
service they have rendered our country.
Pensions are no attempt to compensate
for services. They are, however, for the
main purpose, to prevent the defenders
of our country from becoming depend-
ents and to guarantee them from want.

Although the United States has been
fairly generous in pensions at times and
very miserly at other times in its laws for
pensions, yet it is my opinion that pen-
sions are even yet entirely too small.

b'lIl urge the immediate passage of this
111,

Mr. ELIIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana
[Myr, SPRINGER]. :

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairmen, I
rise to support this measure. I think it
should have the whole-hearted support
of the membership of the House. I
would like especially to ask a guestion
or two of the chairman of the commit-
tee. With respect to section 8, which
provides for an increase to the widows
of Spanish-American veterans, under
the proposed legislation, a provision is
contained that the widow or former
widow, who was the wife of a soldier,
sgilor, or marine, during the period of
his service, as defined in section 2 of
this act, shall be paid a pension at the
rate of $50 per month. Directing my
question to the chairman of the commit-
tee—does that mean that the widow of
a soldier or sailor who was the wife at
the time of his service, shall be entitled
to draw $50 a month, regardless of any
disability or regardless of service connec-
tion or nonservice connection? That
seems to-be the point that some of the
members have some doubt about.

Mr. BUCKLEY. That is correct.

Mr. SPRINGER. That is, the widow
of a soidier or =ailor or marine who was
the wife of such soldier, sailor, or marine
at the time of his service will be entitled
to draw a pension at the rate of $50 a
month, regardless of any other circum-
stances?

Mr, BUCKLEY., That is right.

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to thank the
gentleman for clearing up that point. It
is my considered opinion that the in-
terpretation placed upon that provision
contained in the bill is correct, and such
an interpretation should prevail respect-
ing this particular provision of this meas-
ure in its application, after passage.

With respect to the veterans them-
selves, after they reach the age of 65—
and I assume that practically all the
Spanish-American War veterans have
now reached or will very soon reach age
65—they will be entitled to receive $75
per month instead of the $60 per month
that is now provided by law, and, as I
understand, that is regardless of any
service-connected disability.

Mr. BUCKLEY. That is correct.

Mr. SPRINGER. But it is required
that they have a total disability in order
to receive that sum; is that correct?

Mr. BUCKLEY, They must be suffer-
ing either from total disability or have
reached age 65.
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Mr. SPRINGER. Total disability is
required if a veteran is under 65?

Mr. BUCKLEY. Yes.

Mr. SPRINGER. But it is not if he is
over 65?9

Mr, BUCKLEY, Yes; that is entirely
correct.

Mr, SPRINGER. Either one of these
conditions would bring him within the
classification so he could draw the $75
per month?

Mr. BUCKLEY, That is right.

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to compli-
ment the committee on bringing out this
legislation. As I understand it, the aver-
age age of the Spanish-American War
veterans is 69 years and that there are
now approximately 84,000 of them in this
country. They will all, or practically all,
come within the provisions of this meas-
ure. As I have said repeatedly on the
floor of the House, these men are vet-
erans of one of our major wars, and vet-
erans of all of our wars must be amply
taken care of. These men of the Span-
ish-American War having attained an
average age of 69 years—and some of
them I know particularly in my State
and my district are now over 75 years
of age, many are totally disabled, en-
tirely incapacitated—are having a hard
struggle; they are largely dependent
upon the old-age assistance provided by
the States. They are hardly able to live
under those circumstances. Those men
who have fought our battles and who
have stood on the battle fronts and have
faced the enemy bullets should be taken
care of when they attain the age at
which they are incapable of self-support.

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that this legis-
lation will be passed unanimously by the
House.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Indiana has expired.

Mr. BUCKLEY., Mr, Chairman, I yield
such time to the gentleman from Florida
[Mr, S1xes] as he may require.

My, SIKES. Mr, Chairman, it is alto-
gether too easy to lose sight of the great
service rendered by the veterans of the
Spanish-American War and of the hard-
ships they endured. They have earned
many times over what this legislation
proposes, and I favor its passage.

Forty-five years is a long time, and
recollections of the Spanish-American
War are growing dim and indistinet.
Many, if not most of the Members of the
Congress have grown up to active and
useful manhood since that war was
fought. But my old friends who had a
part in those stirring days of 1898 have
indelibly impressed their importance
upon me.

I have been told that this is the only
war engaged in by the United States in
which the Army was a purely volunteer
organization. There was no conscrip-
tion or selective service. No man served
against his wishes. The Nation was just
emerging as a world power and patriot-
ism flamed hot.

The response to President McKinley’s
call to arms was prompt and enthusias-
tie, and the power of once mighty Spain
was quickly crushed by American naval
and land action. But health hazards
were overcome with less ease, and many
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a Spanish War veteran went fo an early
grave or carries today the crippling ef-
fects of that service. Medical and san-
itary services were poor by comparison
with any present-day standard, Tents
and cots were often lacking, and the only
shelter was a blanket spread on the
ground.

Today’s rations are well balanced, am-
ple, and well-cooked. In 1898 the sol-
diers often subsisted for days on fried
sowbelly, potatoes, and coffee. Yet those
old timers did not kick about conditions
under which they lived. They did not
enlist expecting a picnic. And those who
are still alive are glad that Uncle Sam
gives ‘his boys the splendid care they
receive today.

The veterans of '98 are old now. They
need the additional help provided in this
measure—and they have earnedit. Since
the Mexican War a century ago, the
United States has fought four major
wars. Only from the Spanish War did
we emerge financially stronger than
when we entered. From the Spanish
War we emerged a world power. From
any standpoint it is far from being an
unimportant struggle, and we should not
withhold adequate recognition and re-
ward from the veterans who saw it
through,

Mr. SIKES. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend
my own remarks at this point in the
REecorp. x

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection,
it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr, BUCKLEY. Mr. Chairman, I
yield such time as he may desire to the
gentleman from Florida [Mr. GrReen].

Mr, GREEN. Mr. Chairman, I strong-
ly support this bill. It will make up a
portion of the difference between the cost
of living and the meager allowances now
given Spanish-American War veterans
and their dependents. It should have
been passed long ago and should carry
greater increases. I trust the vote for
passage of the bill may be unanimous,

Mr. BUCKLEY. Mr. Chairman, I
yield such time as he may desire to the
genglema.n from Mississippi [Mr. WHIT-
TEN].

Mr, WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that I may be per-
mitted to extend my own remarks in the
REecorp in regard to the death of a dis-
tinguished Mississippian, my remarks to
appear immediately following those of
my colleague from Mississippi.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection,
it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GrIFFITHS].

Mr. GRIFFITHS. Mr. Chairman,
having attended the hearings on the bill,
I am wholeheartedly in support of it
and favor its passage.

Mr. ELLIS. Mr, Chairman, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gentle-
man from Washington [Mr. Horan].

Mr. HORAN. Mr. Chairman, fixed
incomes have to be kept in adegquate
relationship to living costs. Certainly
the pensions of our Spanish-American
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War veterans are out of date and should
be increased.

Mr, ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. JEFFREY].

Mr. JEFFREY. Mr. Chairman, the
third district of Ohio is the home of one
of the very large veterans’ facilities in
this country. It has heen my privilege to
talk and correspond with many veterans
of the Spanish-American War as well as
others who are cared for by the provi-
sions of this bill. There could be no
question but that the present allowance
is wholly inadequate for the essential
needs of many of these men who so ably
served their country. The amount which
is allotted by this bill is not too great but
it will nevertheless serve to ameliorate
the hardships which exist for many of
these men today. It is a measure that is
badly needed and deserves the support
of the Members of this Congress.

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gentle-
man from California [Mr, HINsHAW],

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I
have been waiting a long time to see this
bill brought to the floor. I am glad thaf
at last it is here. There are many vet-
erans of the Spanish-American War and
widows of such veterans in my distriet,
the Twentieth District of California.
Also, there are veterans and widows of
former members of the China Expedi-
tionary Force. Iam sure that the people
of my district as a whole want to see
these valiant men still living adequately,
and indeed lovingly, cared for, as they
wish to care for the widows of those who
have passed to the Great Beyond.

It will be a particular pleasure for me
to cast the vote of my district for this
highly meritorious bill.

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gentle-
man from Indiana [Mr. GiLLie].

Mr. GILLIE, Mr. Chairman, I wish
to express my wholehearted support of
H. R. 2350, a bill to liberalize the service
pensions of Spanish-American War
veterans and their dependents.

This bill, which comes to the House
with the recommendation of the Com-
mittee on Pensions, provides modest and
reasonable increases in the pensions
payable to these veterans and their
widows. This adjustment is necessary
to compensate for the increased cost of

living and, in my opinion, is long over-

due.

The average age of these veterans, I
am informed, is 69 years. Most of them
are unemployable and are completely
dependent on their gmall pensions for a
livelihood. Failure to pass this legisla-
tion would result in hardship and suffer-
ing for countless Americans, who fought
for their country in the War with Spain.

Mr. Chairman, as a matter of simple
justice to these veterans and their de-
pendents, I urge the unanimous approval
of this bill.

Mr. BUCEKLEY. Mr. Chairman, I
yield to the gentleman from Arizona
[Mr. Murpock] such time as he may
desire,
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Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I
need hardly take the time of the Com-
mittee to explain that I favor this legis-
lation and hope for its passing here to-
day without opposition and its soon en-
actment by the other body. With my
own flesh and blood mixed and mingled
in this present desperate global strug-
gle and with all my young friends stak-
ing their lives and their uttermost ef-
forts on the outcome of the present war,
it might seem that I would be unable to
give thought to a war that happened so
long ago. However, I am of such an
age that I can remember those who first
“remembered the Maine.” I can per-
sonally recall the stirring episode of
those days.

Many in Arizona yet living can recall
that three companies of Rough Riders
were organized within the State of Ari-
zona to help Theodore Roosevelt in his
brilliant exploits in Cuba. Before the
courthouse in Prescott, Ariz.,, there
stands a monument of a dashing figure
on horseback placed there not only as a
monument to Bucky O'Neil, who was
captain of one of the three companies of
Rough Riders, but it stands also as a
monument to all the Rough Riders fur-
nished by Arizona. Their names are on
the bronze tablet on this monument.
Capt. Bucky O’Neil lost his life in a
charge up San Juan Hill and is buried,
not in Prescott, Ariz., but in Arlington,
just across the river from this Chamber.

The Spanish-American War was of
comparatively brief duration, but of
great significance. It marked a turning
point in American history. It is good to
see the spirit exemplified here today in
remembering those who “remembered
the Maine,” and in attempting fo reward
their services rendered more than four
decades ago, and to deal out to them now
a substantial increase of compensation
to meet the rising cost of living. We are
thinking both of today and yesterday.

Earlier today the gentleman from
North Carolina, Chairman BarDEN, indi-
cated that he was introducing a bill de-
signed to help the young men now in
the armed services of our country whose
education has been interrupted, or may
later be interrupted by their induction
into the services. I sought that infor-
mation and assurance of the gentleman
from North Carolina, and am mention-
ing it now that my young friends in uni-
form may see that I am thinking of them
and of their future as befits an educator.
At the same time I am supporting this
legislation to mitigate the evils of in-
flation and the rising cost of living for
the oldsters of an earlier war.

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. J. LEROY JOHNSON].

My, J. LEROY JOHNSON, Mr. Chair-
man, I ask unanimous consent to speak
out of order.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
California [Mr. J. LEROY JOHNSON]?

There was no objection.

Mr. J. LEROY JOHNSON. Mr. Chair-
man, I want to take a few minutes of the
time allotted to this bill, which I am
heartily in accord with, to briefly outline
my plan to solve the Japanese problem.
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We have heard a great deal ol discus-
slon in the past few weeks about the out-
rages in the various Japanese camps out
in California. Those problems are only
transitory although they are serious.

When the war is over the Japanese
camps will be disbanded and Japanese
will to a great extent go back to their
former places of abode. We want to find
some way, if we can, to take care of the
situation that will confront us at that
time.

In view of the statement of the Attor-
ney General the other day before the
Dies committee that it is possible to de-
nationalize a citizen, and then deport
him, I want to briefly outline the plan
that was presented by myself in two
pieces of legislation filed with the Clerk
of the House last June. My plan con-
templates the deportation of all alien
Japanese and also the deportation of all
Japanese-American citizens who after a
public hearing before a commission or
court, shall have been declared to have
been disloyal during the course of the
war.

The underlying idea is this: In the
first place over 40 years’ experience with
the Japanese shows that they cannot be
assimilated. Every Western State has a
law prohibiting their intermarriage with
whites. In 40 years’' experience with
these people in our country, there is not
1 percent that have ever been assimilated
by intermarriage. Furthermore, I am
assuming, and I know you are, that we
will win the war with Japan so con-
clusively that at the termination of the
war we will be in a position to sit down
and write the kind of treaty we want.

My plan provides that by a resolution
the House of Representatives and the
Senate state as their conclucioi. and their
opinion that in any treaty with Japan it
shall contain, among other provisions, a
provision that every Japanese-American
citizen who has been found by a court or
other public body after a public hearing,
in which all the rights of the citizen are
safeguarded, to have been disloyal dur-
ing the course of the war, he shall be de-
ported, and also that all alien Japanese
shall be deported.

To implement this provision of the
treaty, I provide for the creation of a
deportation commission consisting of
three persons appointed by the Presi-
dent and confirmed by the Senate. It
shall be their duty to review the cases
of all these Japanese. Their records
are now in the W. R. A, the F. B. 1, and
in numerous other places. It has been
stated publicly that thousands of them
in these camps have refused to take the
oath of allegiance to the United States
of America. Some of them have asked to
be sent back to Japan. This commis-
sion shall hold hearings, give the person
involved notice, allow him to be present
with his lawyer, submit testimony, and
have all the rights of a litigant in court.
After this commission has heard the evi-
dence, it shall make a finding as to their
loyalty. If they are found, by the evi-
dence, to have been disloyal, the com-
mission shall make that finding and also
a finding that they shall be deported.
There shall be no appeal from the find-
ing of fact in this regard, but the person

~
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involved will have the right of appeal
on questions of law and the right of
writ of certiorari to the Supreme Court
of the United States to review the legal-
ity and the constitutionality of the hear-
ings. ’

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. ELLIS. Mr, Chairman, I yield the
gentleman 1 additional minute.

Mr., ROLPH. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. J. LEROY JOHNSON. I yield to
the gentleman {rom California.

Mr. ROLPH. The gentleman is mak-
ing a very timely statement. I would
like to make the observation that it is
my opinion, and almost the unanimous
opinion of the people of the State of
California, that now the Japanese are
out of California, we want them to stay
out of California permanently. I want
to commend the gentleman for the very
splendid statement he is making.

Mr. J. LEROY JOHNSON. I do not
think we should disregard the rights of
any citizen. We should ferret out all the
bad ones and get rid of them. Now is
the time, when we are writing a treaty,
to incorporate that in the treaty, ship
them back to Japan, and that will largely

. solve the problem.

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. J. LEROY JOHNSON. I yield to
the gentleman from Arizona,

Mr. MURDOCK. May I say fo the
gentleman I find that that is the senti-
ment in my State. I think the gentle-
man has correctly presented it and has
given us a good plan under which to
operate.

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. J. LEROY JOHNSON. I yield to
the gentleman from New York.

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I would like to
have the gentleman repeat what the At-
torney General held, because it is upper-
most in my mind whether we can strip a
native-born Japanese, and I have no
sympathy for any one of them, from the
right of birth. How can we deport any-
body who has been born in this country
and where are you going to deport them?

Mr., J. LEROY JOHNSON. I have
not read the exact statement of the At-
torney General but it was reported by
various persons and especially by the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
EperuARTER] on the floor of the House
that the Attorney General had stated
that we could denationalize the Japa-
nese, and he recommended another bill
which provides for this matter. If the
Japanese-American citizen is denation-
alized then when we are writing our
treaty, if it includes the provision I
recommend in my resolution, we can, by
virtue of this treaty provision, direct
Japan to take the persons whom we
designate. The key to the problem is
that after compelling Japan to accept
unconditional surrender we can submit
a treaty which she must accept. In this
treaty will be provided that those per-
sons whom we designate must be taken
back to Japan, If a person who has
been disloyal to us and loyal to Japan—
as many of the Japanese, both aliens
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and American citizens because of their
birth here, have been—during this war
with Japan cannot be denationalized it
seems that we are pretty impotent.
But I am firmly convinced from my in-
vestigation and from what the Attorney
General said that this very thing can be
done. Our treaty will give us the one
opportunity that we will have to get rid
of these disloyal and troublesome Japa-
nese, and even Mr, Meyer of the W. R. A.
admits that there are many thousands
of them.

Also, as far as I am concerned, I want
this matter handled by a commission
that can do it quickly. If we get bhogged
down in cumbersome legal machinery
we will be years or even generations in
getting the job done, if the Harry
Bridges deportation case is a criterion.
The commisison shall hold the public
hearing, make a finding, and in the ap-
propriate cases order deportation and
from this finding of fact as to loyalty
there snall be no appeal. The same
general type of procedure is utilized by
the California Railroad Commission in
rate cases and by the Industrial Acci-
dent Commission in industrial accident
cases, and those bodies are noted for their
even-handed justice.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. RoLrH].

Mr. ROLPH. Mr. Chairman, I am
heartily in favor of the legislation now
before the House. Speaking in behalf
of the veterans residing in San Fran-
cisco, I sincerely hope this bill will pass
unanimously.

Mr, ELLIS., My, Chairman, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. EpwIN ARTHUR HaLLl.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL, Mr.
Chairman, I have waited a long time to
have the opportunity to vote for this
bill, H. R. 2350, to increase the pensions
of the Spanish War veterans from $60
to $75 a month where I think they should
have been long ago. It is a happy
commentary upon the record of this
House that in the midst of another great
war, the greatest war history has ever
known, we are able to pause for a mo-
ment and give those veterans of the
Spanish War and of other wars their just
dues.

I hope that within the next few weeks
we shall have arrived at a point where
we can pass legislation which will pave
the way for a perfect rehabilitation and
reeducation of the veterans of our pres-
ent war.

I congratulate the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs on the work they have been
doing, but I submit to them that we have
a long way to go in this House before we
do right by the boys in the service. We
have roughly three groups of men who
will be mustered out of the service. I ask,
what are you going to do with the men,
probably at least a million of them, who
will want to return to agriculture in the
same capacity they occupied before the
war? They owned their own farms and
were able to operate them in an inde-
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pendent manner. We must make it pos-
sible for them to acquire property and
new farm lands.

Then there is another group. What
are you going to do with those who want
to learn skilled or vocational trades?
Let us make it possible for them to study
and follow these trades and skills after
the war.

There is another group of at least
2,000,000 or 3,000,000 men out of the
12,000,000 who will surely be mustered
out by the end of the war or shortly
afterward. They have the right to ex-
pect we will permit them to continue
their basic.and general studies after the
war,

Last but not least, what are you going
to do with those hundreds of thousands
of young men who left in the middle of
their advanced education, in many cases,
or in many other cases had not even
started their education? What are you
going to do with that vast group that will
be trying after the war for a more com-
plete understanding so that they may be
assisted to eguip themselves for peace-
time pursuits?

I ask the House, What are you going
to do with all these thousands of men
who will want to take their place once
more in the sun after peace has been de-
clared? What plans will we make for
them outside of simple mustering-out
pay, which will only start them upon the
road to recovery? That is the most
pressing problem of the hour and one
which must be met by every one of us.

As I cast my vote with great satisfac-
tion for raising the pensions of the Span-
ish War veterans, I cannot help but look
into the future and hope this Congress
will prepare the way of the new veteran
in the same considerate manner.

Mr, BUCKLEY. Mr. Chairman, I
yield such time as he may desire to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Fur-
LONG].

Mr, FURLONG. Mr. Chairman, I
wish to go on record as supporting and
voting for this bill (H. R. 2350) for the
following reasons:

The veterans of the United States of
America who served in the War with
Spain, the Philippine Insurrection, and
China Relief Expedition had, besides the
various warriors, the unseen enemy to
contend with, not only for that time
but for all time after in his life.

Malaria, yellow fever, typhus, typhoid,
and other diseases for which the medical
profession had no cure at that time, left
their marks of wear and tear which af-
fect these veterans today.

Besides, the hardtack and “canned
willie” they had to eat did not supply all
their bodies needed to carry on the cam-
paigns.

On top of all this it took a real patri-
otic American to fight for his country at
$9, $13, or $16.80 per month, the last
amount being paid for overseas duty.
At the above figures the boys could not
save much for the days after they were
mustered out.

Nearly all the Spanish-American War
veterans have reached and passed the
age of 65 years; they are no longer able
to go out and do a day’s work that would
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pay them enough to keep them and their
families in food, clothing, and shelter.
In the passing of this bill, this House
of Representatives will be doing an act
of justice not only to the veterans and
their families, and the widows, but will
be proving to the world that Ameriea
will and does look after the ones who
look after the United States of America.
Mr. BUCKLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. OUTLANDI.
Mr. OUTLAND. Mr. Chairman, to no
group in our population has the rising
cost of living done more harm than to
those living on small fixed incomes.
Among those that have been especially
hard hit have been the veterans of the
Spanish-American War, and their wives
and widows. The bill under considera-
tion this afternoon, H. R. 2350, is a big
step in remedying this situation, in view
of the fact that it increases from 560 a
month to $75 a month the pension for
total disability to veterans of this war,
as well as those of the Philippine Insur-
rection and the China Relief Expedition.
I feel cerizin, Mr. Chairman, that
there will be little if any opposition fo
this measure; all of us are anxious to
see justice done, and this bill provides
for such justice to thousands of Amer-
ican citizens. Certainly while we are

‘passing huge appropriation bills for the

present war, we should not forget those
who incurred disability fighting for our
country in the wars of the past. I shall
vote for this bill with enthusiasm, con-
vinced as I am that it is just and fair and
fills a genuine need.

Mr. BUCKLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gen-
tleman from South Caroclina [Mr. Mc-
Mriran].

Mr. McMILLAN. Myr. Chairman, the
hill being considered beiore Congress to-'
day, in my opinion is one of the most
important bills to come before the House,
since I was elected to serve in this body
6 years ago. We all know that the death
rate of the Spanish-American snd World
War veterans is increasing daily, and
within a few years we will only have a few
widows of the Spanish-American veter-
ans to pay tribute and, in my opinion, we
should do something for these veterans
while they are living and can enjoy a few
yvears without worrying abecut their next
meal.

I can think of no better Christmas
present to give the Spanish-American
War veterans than for the House and
Senate to pass the pending bill and send
it to the White House for the signature
of the President before January 1.

I think the section of the bill reiating
to the raising of the date for Spanish-
American War veferans’ widows to be
entitled to a pension, is certainly en-
titled to serious consideration of the
House. Personally I do not believe that
1 percent of the wives of Spanish-Amer-
ican veterans married their husbands for
a pension and I do not believe that the
American womanhood would stoop to
anything of this nature. I can see no
reason why we should crucify 99 percent
of the widows in order to keep 1 pereznf
from doing a wrong act, I can assure
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the Spanish-American veterans and
widows that it was a pleasure for me to
have my bill incorporated in the Buckley
bill so that we would only have one bill
before the House for consideration. It
fs my sincere hope that the House will
pass this bill without a single dissenting
vote. .
The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That effective the first
day of the month following the date of enact-
ment of this act the $60 monthly rate of
pension payable for total disability fo vet-
erans of the War with Spain, the Philippine
Insurrection, or the China Relief Expedition
under section 1 of the act of June 2, 1930
(46 Stat. 492; U, 8. C., title 38, sec. 865),
and the $80 monthly rate of pension payable
to such veterans upon reaching the age of
656 years under the provisions of section 1 of
the act of May 24, 1938 (52 Stat. 440; U. 8. C,,
title 38, sec. 370), are hereby increased to $75.

Sec. 2. Bection 2 of the act of May 1, 1826
(44 Stat. 882; U. 8. C,, title 38, sec. 364a),
wherein for pension purposes, as to the widow
of any deceased veteran of the War with
Bpain, the Philippine Insurrection, or the
China Rellef Expedition, the marriage date is
defined as September 1, 1922, is hereby
amended, effective the first day of the month
following the date of enactment of this act,
by striking out the date “September 1, 1922”
and inserting in lleu thereof the date “Janu-
ary 1, 1938."

Sec. 8. The act of May 1, 1926 (44 Stat.
882-384; U. B. C., title 38, secs. 364-364f), is
hereby amended, effective the first day of the
month following the date of enactment of
this act, by adding a new section thereto
No. 8, to read as follows:

“Sec, 8. The $30 monthly pension payable
to widows and former widows under the pro-
visions of section 2 of this act, as amended,
shall be Increased to $40 per month when
the age of 65 years is attained, and the widow
or former widow who was the wife of the
goldier, sailor, or marine during the pericd
of his service, as defined in section 2 of this
act, shall be paid a pension at the rate of
$50 per month.”

The CHAIRMAN, Under the rule, the
Committee rises.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. Correg, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, reported that that Committee
having had under consideration the bill
(H. R. 2350) to liberalize the service pen-
sion laws relating to veterans of the War
with Spain, the Philippine Insurrection,
and the China Relief Expedition, and
their dependents, pursuant to House
Resolution 376, reported the bill back
to the House. .

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the
previous question is ordered.

The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

The SPEAKER. The gquestion is on
the passage of the bill.

The bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
Mr. BUCKELEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to ex-
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tend their own remarks in the REcorp
on the bill just passed.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

Mr. LYNDON B. JOHNSON. Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my own remarks in the REcorp and
include therein an editorial.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp and include
therein a news release.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Utah?

There was no objection.,

Mr. MANSFIELD of Montana, Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and
include therein various letters and ma-
terial, and further to extend my own re-
marks and include therein a letter from
a constituent of mine.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mon-
tana?

There was no objection.

SPECTAL ORDER

The SPEAKER., Under a previous
orfier_ of the House, the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. HoFFMaN] is recognized
for 15 minutes.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
uqanimous consent that I may be per-
mitted to proceed at the conclusion of
the other special orders.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mich-
igan?

There was no objection.

CARE OF WORLD WAR VETERANS

The SPEAKER. Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
EKentucky [Mr. May] is recognized for
30 minutes.

Mr, MAY. Mr. Speaker, I came to the
House of Representatives 13 years ago,
when this body was so nearly equally
divided between the two major political
parties that a small group of Members,
consisting of perhaps five or six who did
not claim allegiance to either of the reg-
ular political parties, held the balance of
power.

At that time there was in office in
Washington a Republican administra-
tion; that is, a Republican President. I
served my first 2 years under that dis-
tinguished American, then President of
the United States, Mr. Herbert Hoover,
and I have since that time occupied a
seat in this House. During that entire
time, as far as I now know, I have never
in a single instance deliberately or know-
ingly made any remark calculated to cast
reflection or unfair eriticism upon one of
my colleagues, and if I shall live to stay
here until my hair, already partially
gray, becomes entirely gray, I do not
beiieve I ever shall, and I hope I will
not.
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I have asked for this time for the pur-
pose of responding to some rather grave
accusations and some rather peppery
criticisms that have been cast upon the
House Committee on Military Affairs and
upon me personally, as well as upon the
administration. -

On November 11 the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. PrLoEser] who, I am happy
to say, is on the floor of the House at this
time, made a rather lengthy speech in
the course of which he undertook to
demonstrate and did say that the con-
duct of the chairman of the Committee
on Military Affairs of the House, meaning
myself, and the conduct of the committee
as a whole, had been to play politics with
the interests of the veterans of our wars.
Such a charge is without foundation in
fact. He designated it as an act of
shame. Evidently I could not afford to
allow such charges as that to go un-
answered and it is my purpose this af-
ternoon to answer as nearly as I may be
able to do so today, the accusations
made by my distinguished colleague, to
whose youth and inexperience I attribute
his words rather than to any intent to
be discourteous to a colleague, I
have lived almost 69 years. I had
35 years of active law practice
before I came to Congress. I became a
member of the bar 46 years ago. I
have been here 13 years. I believe
here, now, as I have always believed, that
“there is so much good in the worst of
us and so much bad in the best of us, that
it hardly behooves any of us to talk about
the rest of us.” I realize, too, as I hope
my young colleague from Missouri does,
that this is a parliamentary body that is
the spokesman and representative of the
great common mass of the people of this
country, about whose way of life we talk
so much, and that if and when the time
comes that this great institution of gov-
ernment has become crippled, dis-
credited, or has lost its usefulness by los-
ing its standing among the masses of the
American people then parliamentary
government upon this earth will be at
an end. Consequently I want to report
to you this afternoon, my colleagues,
something about what your Committee
on Military Affairs of the House of Rep-
resentatives has been trying to do with
reference to the rights and interests of
our fighting men in this war in particular
and in other wars as well.

I shall repeat here briefly what I haye
written out as a general statement of the
achievements of the Congress, and when
I read this, my imagination goes back
to the times when I have been able, a
few times in my career, to travel over
the country and visit some of the great
veterans' hospitals with the American
flag flying over them and realize in its
chambers and in its beds that there were
hundreds and thousands of veterans of
all our wars being cared for because an
American House of Representatives was
a liberal institution with a conscience
attuned to humanity. We have not
hesitated to open the doors of the great
hospitals a grateful Nation has erected
for the comfort and care of those brave
men who in all our illustrious history as a
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Nation have carried and are now carry-
ing the Stars and Stripes to a glorious
victory over the enemies of freedom.
God grant that we shall never permit
them to knock in vain upon a door of
mercy that should always be open to
them. Here are some of the things we
have done.

Attention is invited to the fact that
the mustering-out pay bill is but a part
of a broad program of relief for veterans
and the dependents of veterans of the
present war. Congress has already en-
acted legislation providing for life in-
surance, hospitalization and domicilary
care, disability and death pensions, 6
monihs’ death gratuity, protection under
the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act
of 1940, as amended, vocational rehabili-
tation and training for those suffering
from disability incurred in, or aggravated
by, military service, when such disability
results in a vocational handicap prevent-
ing reemployment, reemployment rights
under the Selective Training and Service
Act, as amended, maternity care for the
wives and infants of enlisted men, pref-
erence to employment in the civil service,
and burial and funeral expenses includ-
ing burial in national cemeteries. In
addition, the President has recommended
to the Congress that legislation be en-
acted, first, to provide for the education
and training of members of the armed
forces and the merchant marine after
their discharge or conclusion of service;
second, to give insurance credits under
the Federal old-age and survivors insur-
ance provisions of the Social Security
Act for military service; and third, to
provide unemployment allowances for
members of the armed forces after their
demobilization.

Now, let me get down to the point of
stating to you what it was that impelled
me to come to the floor of this House
for the purpose of answering these
charges, My genial young friend and
colleague the gentleman from Missouri,
on the 11th day of last month, Armistice
Day, if you please, addressing this
House, criticized the President severely
ard went to the extent of calling the de-
pression of 1933 the Roosevelt depres-
sion, when, -as a matter of fact, when
Roosevelt came into office, more than
10,000 banks had closed their doors
throughout this country, and it was
necessary for the Congress to pass a
resolution authorizing the President of
the United States to close the banks au-
tomatically until he ordered them cpened
up again. My vofe for that resolution
was my first vote in Congress. My next
one was for the veterans.

That was not the fault of Herbert
Hoover or the Republican Party. That
was the fault of another great world ca-
tastrophe that started in August 1914,
when Germany undertook to subjugate
the world, and ended on the 11th day of
November 1918, known as the First
World War, plus other economic consid-
erations that entered into the picture.

Now, after denominating that the
Roosevelt depression, the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. PLoEsEr]. broceeded
to take up the President and castigate
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him from that day up to this. He then
chastised the leadership of the House of
Representatives, which, of course, means
the Speaker and the floor leader, and
included in that a considerable peppery
rebuke for the chairman of the House
Military Affairs Committee, and that
committee, which he says has been play-
ing politics in reference to the rights of
these veterans.

Now, I would like to yield for 15 sec-
onds to any Republican member of the
House Military Affairs Committee who
is on the floor of this House, and let
him—not the Democratic side of it—say
whether or not the House Military
Affairs Committee has ever in any in-
stance resorted to any political methods
to do anything, either in the war effort,
or otherwise. I hear no denial.

I wonder if I could hear a voice sub-
stantiating that charge, of political ac-
tivity, made by the gentleman from Mis-
souri, No voice is heard.

Now the gentleman fromr Missouri, as
shown in the R=corp of this House, at
page 9421, November 11, 1843, had this
to say, after describing a certain young
man by the name of Troy Lucas, who
had been brought fo him by a lady in
Washington:

Who is this young man about whom I
speak? Did he come from Missouri, or from
my congressional distriet? No. It is an

" important coincidence, however, tliat this

young man came from EKenitucky, from the
town of Southdown, which is located in the
congressional district of the chairman of
the Military Affairs Committee of the House,
To Troy Lucas, and millions of his buddies,
I say the Military Aflalrs Committee of this
House, under the Democratic leadership is
too busy to give consideration to the human
affairs of the men who are fighting to keep
America free.

Then he heads his next paragraph
with the word shame,

The political record of the President of
the United States in regard to veterans is a
shame in the eyes of the Nation.

Now let me cease to read and pause
to state although I have already alluded
to it, that the first vote I ever cast in
the Congress of the United States was
for a resolution to close the banks in
March 1933. The second vote that I
cast was a vote against what was known
as the Economy Act to take care of the
veterans of all of our wars. From that
date to this, although I was pilloried in
the public press as a traitor to the ad-
ministration, I have been followed and
supported loyally by the veteran organ-
izations in my district, almost to a man,
and they would do it again, if I asked
them to. They know my voting record
on veterans’ legislation, they know all
our voting records including the record
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr,
ProeseEr]. The gentleman from Missouri
then continues his chgrges and says, and
I quote:

The political record of the majority Mem-
bers of the House to give aid, to provide sus-
tenance for the men and women who are
returning from the bloody war is a shame.
The procrastination of the Democratic lead-
ers on the Millt.ary Affairs Committee of the
House is a shame, and now- comes a man
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with one leg, all he has left from the battle
of Tunisia, to place the blame on the very
doorstep of not only the administration, not
only the Democratic leadership, but on the
chairman of the Military Affairs Committee
of the House of Representatives.

I wonder if the House would be inter-
ested in knowing the real truth about
that. Here it is. This young man that
came to see the gentleman from Mis-
souri had previously been to see the
chairman of the House Military Af-
fairs Committee, and while the gentle-
man from Missouri [Mr. PLoEsEr] was
making that speech on Armistice Day
and shaming the administration and
Congress and the chairman of the Mili-
tary Affairs Committee, Troy Lucas was
in Washington with all of his compensa-
tion and allowance paid up to date, and
with a check for $25 per month perma-
nent disability for a lost leg, that had
been granted and paid by the Veterans’
Administration on November 9, 2 days
before the speech was made.

Mr. PLOESER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MAY. Yes, I shall yield.

Mr., PLOESER. I trust that the gen-
tleman has read my speech in its en-
tirety.

Mr. MAY. Several times.

Mr, PLOESER. If he has, he will note
that the speech contains the informa-
tion that the Troy Lucas case had been
adjudicated and it had been done by
the influence of the distinguished gentle-
man from Massachusetts [Myr. JoEn Mc-
Cormack], to whom I sent Troy Lucas.
It is so stated in the speech and so stated
by me on November 11, and the date he
received his compensation was Novem-
ber 9. I knew it at the time I was mak-
ing the talk and it is contained in the
speech. Furthermore, will the gentle-
man refer to page 9421 in the CoNGRES-
SIONAL RECORD——

Mr. MAY. I am not yielding for a
speech now.

Mr. PLOESER. No; but this is simply
for a correction, where he refers to me
stating that the depression of 1933 was
a Roosevelt depression. I did accuse the
depression of 1937, which the gentleman
probably would préfer to call a recession,
as a Roosevelt depression.

The REcorp so states and the gentle-
man can well read it.

Mr. MAY. Yes; and the gentleman
from Missouri received a letter on De-
cember 6 from Gen. Frank T. Hines in
which he pointed out to him the fact
that Troy Lucas had been paid on No-
vember 9, before he made his speech.

Mr. PLOESER. And * General
Hines——

Mr. MAY. I am not yielding further.

Mr. PLOESER. Will not the genile-
man yield for the purpose of correction?

Mr. MAY. Will the gentleman observe
the House rules and sit down, please?

Mr. PLOESER. I will, gladly., Thank
you,

Mr, MAY. On December 6 this fact
was called to the gentleman’s attention
by Gen. Frank T. Hines in a letter which
he addressed to “The Honorable WALTER
C. PLoESER, House of Representatives,
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Washington, D. C., My dear Mr. PrLoE-
sER,” and so forth, and until this day, De-
cember 15—9 days—he has never sought
an opportunity to make any corrections
of the statements that he made on the
floor of the House charging me with dis-
loyalty to-this veteran, when as a mat-
ter of fact, long before the veteran came
to see Mr. McCormACK he had come to
my office, because he knew me in the
days when he was at home and before
he went into the military service, and I
knew him, and I had directed him to the
Veterans’ Administration; but I am not
going to take up more of my time with
that except to say that the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. PrLoeser] has seen
fit to furnish a copy of his speech to the
Journal and American of New York City
which carried it at length and it was
sent to me by a friend with markings of
the castigation that he had given me.
Mr. Speaker, at this point I offer General
Hines' letter for the Recorp as part of
my remarks. It is as follows:

DECEMEBER 6, 1943.
Hon. WALTER C. PLOESER,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C.

My Dear Mg. Proeser; My attention has
been called to the debate which occurred on
the floor of the House on November 11, 1943,
reported on page 9420 of the CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp, with reference to the adjudication of
claims of disabled veterans of World War
No. 2 and a specific claim, apparently that of
Mr. Troy Lucas, C-33765611, was cited.

It was stated that this veteran was pre-
sented to the Veterans’ Bureau and that “he
was told that his case would be adjudicated
a8 rapidly as possible, which means that he
will receive his disability pension in the
futuré—maybe 60 days from now, maybe 120
days.” It was also asserted that “we have
done nothing but to tell him to get out of
uniform in 90 days and that within the next
2 to 4 months he will start getting his dis-
ability compensation.” Inasmuch as Mr.
Lucas’ claim had besen adjudicated and he
had actually been paid the initial pension
check on November 9, 1943, preceding the de-
bate and remarks on November 11, 1943, T am
sure you would wish the pertinent facts
brought to your attention. Mr. Lucas was
discharged from. the active service at the
Walter Reed General Hospital on October 4,
1043, and filed his application for pension at
that time. The medlcal records were as-
sembled by the military authorities and trans-
mitted to the Veterans’ Administration on
October 29, 1943. The claim was rated on that
date and service connection granted. Dis-
ability was evaluated as 60 percent in degree,
and the award, including the special monthly
pension of $35 for the loss of one foot, was
approved in the amount of £95 per month.
Mr. Lucas was informed of the deelsion im-
mediately and the award certified to the dis-
bursing office on November 5, 1943. Initial
payment was made on November 9, 1943,

In this general connection it is desired to
bring to your attention procedure agreed to
by the War and Navy Departments and the
Veterans' Administration for the purpose of
expediting the adjudication of claims filed
by men discharged because of disability. At
the time of discharge the veteran is informed
of his right to file a claim for pension and is
assisted in making application in the event
he desires to avail himeself of this right. Cer-
tain specified records essential to the adjudi-
cation of a claim for pension are assembled
and, with the application, transmitted to the
Veterans’ Administration where the claim is
adjudicated at the earllest practicable date.

It is believed you will agree that where the
necessary records and properly completed ap-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

plication are forwarded promptly at the time
of discharge for dlsability there will be no
material lapse of time before the claim is
granted or denled in the vast majority of in-
stances. It sometimes happens that upon
receipt of the records from the discharging
center they are found to be insufficient upon
which to take action upon the claim, necessi-
tating further inquiry of the service branch.
In these circumstances the declsion in the
case necessarily is deferred pending the re=
sult of further inquiry or development, With
these exceptions, however, the Veterans' Ad-
ministration has every reason to conclude
that claims of veterans discharged Ior dis-
ability are promptly decided.

In closing, permit me to assure you that
your interest in this subject is appreclated
and that every possible effort will be made
by the Veterans’ Administration to see that
all such claims are handled as promptly as
circumstances will permit.

Sincerely yours,
Frang T. Hines,
Administrator.

Mr. McCORMACEK., Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, MAY. I yield.

Mr. McCORMACK. Just to have the
record complete, I think it is only fair
to the gentleman from Kentucky, the
gentleman from Missouri, and, in jus-
tice to myself, that the young man,
Mr. Lucas—and he is a very fine young
man I think we all agree—

Mr, MAY., We have plenty of them
down there.

Mr. McCORMACK. Both the people
who came to see me told me they had
been to see the distinguished gentleman
from Kentueky [Mr, May] prior to com-
ing to my office and that he was cooper-
ating in every way he could. I was glad
to contact the Veterans' Administration
because I would do it for any veteran no
matter from what part of the United
States he came, and I am sure any one
of us would be only too glad to do that,
particularly the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. Mavl.

Mr. MAY. And the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. McCormacx]l, al-
ways a friend to the needy, did all he
could for my constituent, for which I am
deeply grateful. :

Mr. Speaker, I desire for a few mo-
ments to repudiate the charges that have
been made against my committee., The
House unanimously, of course, approved
the selective-service legislation which
came from the House Military Affairs
Committee. We reported the original
bill in 1940. Due to the foresight not
of the chairman of the committee but of
every member of the committee with the
aid of the administration, the War De-
partment, the Navy Department, and of
the service organizations we were wise
enough to write into that legislation a
provision, section 8 of the original act,
anticipating this very kind of case, a pro=-
vision directing that the Selective Serv-
ice Bureau should set up an organiza-
tion in that Bureau to aid veterans as
they were discharged, aid them in secur-
ing their compensation, their pension,
and any other allowances that were due
them, In compliance with that provi-
sion of law an organization has been set
up and General Hershey, the Director of
the Selective Service Bystem, has ob-
tained lists of all the men as they are
discharged and of every man in hospi-
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tals before they are discharged. He has
addressed a letter in this form to each
one of them:

To each soldier and sailor about to return to
civil life:

For your benefit the Government s glad
to give you the following information: Sec-
tion 8 of the Selective Service Act of 1940
provides that the Government will render aid
in the replacement in their former positions
or in securing positions for men who have
satisfactorily completed their military or
naval services. The carrying-out of these
provisions of the act is made a part of the
responsibility of the Director of the Selective
Service System and the Replacement Division
in the Selective Service System has been set
up to make this part of the act effective.

Then he states a number of things and
points out the organization to which they
can go and to which they are directed
to go. First, there is the American
Red Cross, so that if a man is discharged
somewhere from a camp and there is no
local board near he can go direct to the
American Red Cross, to the Federal Se-
curity Agency, to the Veterans’ Admin-
istration, to the United States Employ-
ment Service; and then he adds:

Your agents, for information and help, are:
One, the Red Cross, and while in the hospital
mainfain contact with their representative or
their camp representative if you are returned
to your unit for discharge. (b) The local
employment committeeman,

Now, this is something probably all of
you have not had occasion to look into:

Upon your discharge and arrival at the place
to which you go you should establish connec-
tion with the reemployment committee at-
tached to the nearest local board and with
the local Red Cross chapter, Keep your con-
tacts with them and let them know where you
go.

That is signed: “Lewis B. Hershey.”

In addition to that there is a long list
of civilian agencies not created by Con-
gress. He has issued a circular directed
to all the State directors throughout the
country in which he directs them to di-
rect the veterans to these different or-
ganizations, and here they are:

Local boards, reemployment commit-
teemen, cooperating agencies, and in
addition to that as follows: The Veter-
ans’ Administration, United States Em-
ployment Service, Veterans’ Employment
Service, Vocational, Rehabilitation and
Training Division of the Federal Security
Agency, Red Cross, Civil Service Commis-

sion, the Armed Emergency Relief,

United States Armed Forces Institution,
Madison, Wis. It seems that State set
up one of its own.

Then there are even a lot of clearing-
house committees. Here is where they
come from: “The National Clearing-
house Committee.” The National Clear-
inghouse Committee consists of repre-
sentatives from each of the following
organizations: American Farm Bureau
Federation, American Federation of La-
bor, American Iron and Steel Institute,
American Legion, Congress of Industrial
Organizations, Disabled American Veter-
ans, Kiwanis. International, Lions Inter-
national, National Association of Manu-
facturers; National Exchange Clubs, Na-
tional Grange, Railway Labor Executives
Association, Rotary International, United
States Chamber of Commerce, United
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States Junior Chamber of Commerce
and Veterans of Foreign Wars,

All of those civilian groups and organi-
zations are participating in the efforts
brought about by the Selective Service
Bureau to aid the veterans as they come
out of the hospitals.

Mr. ROLPH. Will the gentleman yield
for a question?

Mr. MAY, Yes.

Mr. ROLPH. I am wondering when
the Military Affairs Committee under
the genfleman’s chairmanship will re-
port out the bill that carries an immedi-
ate pay for these men who are being
mustered out of the service?

Mr. MAY. Does the gentleman mean
muster-out pay?

Mr. ROLPH. Yes.

Mr, MAY. I shall answer the gentle-
man very gladly by saying to him that
within 2 or 3 days after the hill was
referred to the House Military Affairs
Committee I proceeded to go into action
to do something about it. I notified all
of the agencies concerned and asked
them for reports of their favor or opposi-
tion to it.

I then called the committee together
and started hearings. We conducted
hearings all last week, and at the end
of the hearings I set aside a day for
Members of Congress to be heard and
we heard all who came, including the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. PLOESER].
In addition to that, we find that most
of the difficulty and the misinformation
that is going out to the country which
brings pressure upon the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Senate goes out be-
cause of the fact that there are some
hardship cases in the country where neg-
lect perhaps has been found to exist,
where hardship has been incurred by
some of these disabled veterans.

Mr. ROLPH. Does not the gentleman
think it should be brought out on the
floor and that all those things should be
cleared up?

Mr. MAY. We were going to bring it
out yesterday when lo and behold the
veterans’ organizations on the outside
that spend their time in peacetimes as
well, as in wartimes looking after the
interest of the veterans of all our wars,
the Veterans of Foreign Wars, Disabled
American Veterans, and American Le-
gion, asked for further consideration,
We even met yesterday in a subcommit-
tee to hear them. One of the represent-
atives came before us and said they did
not think we ocught to consider simply
muster-out pay but that we ought to take
up at this time and consider the whole
problem of muster-out pay and adjusted
compensation, the latter of which will
amount to some fifieen or sixteen billion
dollars. We thought that was a rather
large order just now.

Mr. ROLPH. Does not the gentle-
man think it would be advisable to con-
sider muster-out pay to take care of these
men that are being discharged at the
present time?

Mr. MAY. There are many consider-
ations that enter into that picture. The
Senate has already reported for consid-
eration, or, at least, the Military Affairs
Committee of the Senate has reported for
consideration what is actually an ad-
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justed-compensation bill. We felt if we
passed out some bill now and it was
passed hurriedly, it might go to the Sen-
ate and be treated perhaps as unneces-
sary, that the Senate might pass a dif-
ferent bill, send it over here, it would
come here and we might deal with it.

In view of all of the major problems
involved we ought to give it more con-
sideration and bring out a real bill per-
haps, that will serve the whole purpose if
that can be done, especially in view of
the fact that out of 635,000 men already
discharged—I believe 900,000 all told—
there is hardly a man of them who has
not a good job already. There are jobs
hanging on the bushes for every man
who comes out who is able-bodied and
the Veterans’ Administration is standing
by with its billions to take care of those
who are disabled. Congress has already
done everything within its power to pro-
vide for the sick, disabled, and wounded.

Mr. ROLPH. 1 am receiving many,
many communications from my distriet
urging that this legislation be considered
at once,

Mr, MAY. The gentleman is not the
only Member of the House who is re-
ceiving them. I get them myself.

Mr. BUSBEY. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. MAY. I prefer not to, because I
have very little time left.

Mr. BUSBEY. I want to make a cor-
rection. The gentleman referred to the
fact that there are jobs waiting for all
the able-bodied men being discharged.
It is my impression these men who are
being discharged are not able-bodied but
are physically handicapped men.

Mr. MAY, Well, the gentleman is not
properly advised if that is his under-
standing, because there are thousands
upon thousands of men who have been
discharged at their own request to take
jobs and the War Department has been
for 2 years discharging men who are
able-bodied unquestionably because some
employer has a job available to them.
Some of those men are now in jobs pay-
ing 5300 to $500 a month and a lot of
people would want us to give these men
$300 just the same as men who had
served on the bloody battlefields over-
seas for 1, 2, or 3 years.

Mr. ELSTON of Ohio.
tleman yield?

Mr. MAY.
from Ohio.

Mr. ELSTON of Ohio. As a matter of
fact, a great many men were discharged
when the age limit was changed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. PLOESER. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
may be allowed to proceed for another
15 minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Missouri [Mr. PLOESER]?

There was no objection.

Mr. ELSTON of Ohio. A great many
were discharged when the older men in
service were permitted to return to civil
life?

Mr, MAY. Yes.

Will the gen-

I yield to the gentleman
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Mr, ELSTON of Ohio. In practically
all of those cases they were not phys-
ically disabled?

Mr. MAY. Yes; and the pending leg-
islation would pay them the maximum
amount that it would pay a man who is
still fighting in Europe and when he is
discharged he would be discharged at a
time when he will not have available a
job like the ones they are getting at the
present time. The gentleman from Ohio
is entirely correct.

Mr, KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MAY. I yield to the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

Mr. KEEFE. The gentleman’s state-
ment left some uncertainty, I believe, as
to the status of the action taken by the
Senate. As I understand, the Senate
actually passed by an overwhelming vote
a bill providing for mustering-out pay,
and that bill was referred to the gentle=-
man’s committee, was it not?

Mr. MAY. No, it has only been re-
ported out of the subcommittee to the
Senate Committee on Military Affairs.
It has not even gotten out of the full
committee yet.

Mr. KEEFE, The Senate has not
passed it?

Mr. MAY. No,they have just reported
it to the Senate.

Mr. KEEFE. It was simply passed by
a subcommittee of the Senate Commit-
tee on Military Affairs?

Mr. MAY. That is right.

Mr. KEEFE. So there has been no ac-
tual action taken by the Senate to pro-
vide for mustering-out pay?

Mr. MAY. No; and there likely will
not be until after the holidays.

Mr, COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. MAY. I yield to the gentleman
from California.

Mr. COSTELLO, Is it not true that
the mustering-out pay is not intended
in any way to take care of hospital cases
or disabled veterans, that the Congress
has already provided legislation whereby
disabled veterans are entitled to hos-
pitalization and other forms of relief, and
that the mustering-out pay is not in-
tended for that purpose? The sole pur-
pose of mustering-out pay is simply to
provide a fund whereby a soldier, as he
is released from military service, can
take care of the transition to civilian
life, and nothing more than that. I
think that is being coniused a great deal
in the press by coupling together musier-
ing-out pay and hospitalization, disa-
bility benefits, and things of that kind,
for in one sentence the papers are re-
ferring to those different benefitls and
confusing them and charging the Con-
gress generally with laxity in not taking
care of the problem, when, as the gen-
tleman has pointed out, the Congress has
taken care of everything except the mat-
ter of the mustering-out pay itself,
which is only a minor precblem by com-
parison with the otbers.

Mr. MAY. I should like to add to the
statement very correctly made by my
colleague from Californip that not only
is that true but we have chastized the
heads of every organization concerned,
including General Hines, the Army, the




10726

Navy, and everybody else concerned,
every time we have had them before our
committee on the question of taking care
of the sick, the disabled, and the
wounded. They have all expressed the
deepest interest in immediate aid to all
our sick and wounded soldiers, and are
doing all they can.

I shall yield now to the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. Harnessl, who has been

particularly active in that respect.

. Mr. HARNESS of Indiana. In line
with the discussion of the gentleman
from California and the distinguished
chairman- of my committee, I wonder if
the gentlemen would tell the House of
the action taken by our committee after
we learned of those distressing cases of
the disabled, whose claims for disability
compensation and pension could not be
immediately processed and who were
forced to wait several months to get
relief. I wish the gentleman would ex-
plain specifically what we have done to
eliminate administrative difficulties and
expedite final adjudication of these
claims.

Mr. MAY. The gentleman from In-
diana has propounded a question on a
very interesting subject. As I just
stated, we have done everything we could
possibly do. We have discussed the
question of whether or not additional
legislation would facilitate the adjust-
ment and settlement of the claims of
these wounded and disabled soldiers.
We have been told by all of the agencies
that they did not need any further
legislation,

One of the reasons given by Gen.
Frank T. Hines, who, by the way, is one
of the greatest Administrators in the
Government and has one of the greatest
jobs on his hands, was that he is short
4,000 men that he needs in order to
facilitate this work.

In addition, we were instrumental in
procuring from the Chief of Staff of the
United States Army action on the mat-
ter by which he authorized the Veterans’
Administration to set up in every Army
hospital in this country, in the field, and
in Walter Reed Hospital, facilities by
which they could speed up the handling
of these cases, get a list of the men as
fast as they came in the hospitals, with
the probable length of time they would
be there, and inform the Selective Serv-
ice Bureau, the Veterans’ Administration,
the local draft boards, the Red Cross,
and all of the other agencies engaged in
granting relief.

Mr. HARNESS of Indiana. Is it not
true that the Army, the Navy, and the
Veterans’ Administration have now
agreed that men will not be discharged
for physical disability incurred in line
of duty until after their claims have been
processed and adjudicated? Therefore,
these disabled veterans will continue to
draw their service pay and be hospitalized
until their compensation or pensions
have been authorized.

Mr, MAY. That is correct.

Mr. HARNESS of Indiana. Have we
not been working to accomplish that ob-
jective so that' these boys who are re-
turned to civilian life after having suf-
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fered wounds or disabilities in the service
will not have to wait longer than their
first month to get their checks?

Mr. MAY. That is correct, notwith-
standing the inexcusable attack of the
youthful gentleman from Missouri [Mr,
PLOESER].

Mr., HARNESS of Indiana. The un-
fortunate thing about it all is that up
until now disabled men have been sepa-
rated from the service by discharge and
have been forced to wait 2 or 3 months,
sometimes 6 months, to get their dis-
ability compensation, in the meantime
having no means of support and not he-
ing able to work, That is not the fault
of Congress, because we have enacted
adequate legislation. It is purely an ad-
ministrative problem. We now think we
have that solved. Am I right about
that?

Mr. MAY. Not only is the gentleman
right about that, but, if I should ask him
a question and require him to answer
whether or not the House Committee on
Military Affairs is chiefly responsible for
that improved condition, the gentleman
would have to say yes.

Mr. HARNESS of Indiana. Undoubt-
edly. We have been working on it ever
since these cases have been called to our
attention. Nobody in this House or in
any other Government position has been
more interested in trying to get the prob-
lem solved so that the administrative
difficulties could be overcome than have
the members of this committee. Every
member of the Commititee on Military
Affairs has worked hard and diligent on
this and many other matters vital to the
prosecution of the war. There has been
no politics in this committee and I com-
mend my distinguished chairman for his
patriotic hard work in this committee.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MAY, I yield to the distinguished
gentleman from Mississippi.

Mr. RANKIN., May I say to the gen-
tleman from Kentucky that I agree with
everything he has said. The Committee
on World War Veterans' Legislation
brought out and passed some time ago
legislation putting the burden of proof
on the Government, when these men
were discharged, to show that their dis-
abilities existed prior to their enlistment,
and that their service had not aggra-
vated those disabilities. That brought a
great deal of relief from the condition
to which the gentleman from Kentucky
refers.

May I say further that it comes with
rather poor grace for a Member of Con-
gress to get on the floor of the House
and criticize the committees that are do-
ing their best for these veterans, and
talking about veterans from some other
district. If they are from the district of
the Member, it is the duty of that Mem-
ber to take those claims up and have
them expedited, and he can do it if he
will. If they are from other districts, the
matter should be called to the attention
of the Member from whose district the
cases come. There should not be an at-
tempt to leave the impression with the
country that the Congress of the United
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States is not doing everything it can to
take care of the disabled veterans of
this war.

Mr. MAY. That kind of thing, if the
gentleman from Mississippi will permit,
is almost equivalent to a stab in the
back, because everybody in the commu-
nity where Troy Lucas came from knows
JAacK May, Everybody in the community
knows Troy Lucas, and if that was cir-
culated in a New York paper into my
district it would unquestionably raise
the question of, “Has our Representa-
tive been faithful to his constituents?”

Mr. PLOESER. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. MAY. No; I will not yield any
more. That is the reason why I say
“there is so much good in the worst of
us and so much bad in the best of us”
that we ought to be careiul what we
say about each other, because we are
all human beings.

I will ask, Mr, Speaker, in addition
to what I have already said, unanimous
consent here to insert in the Recorp as
part of my remarks this letter and
instructions from the Selective Service
System.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

NaTioNAL HEADQUARTERS,
BELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM,
Washington, D. C., September 29, 1943,
To State Directors, Local Boards, Reemploy-
ment Commitiee Men:

Bubject: Reemployment Procedure, Re-
vised. ;

From inquiries received from a number of
State headquarters, some of which have for=-
warded questions from Reemployment Com-
mittee men, it seems advisable to issue a new
bulletin on the work of the Reemployment
Division. F

A new procedure covering discharges from
the Army will go Into effect about the first
of January, which is expected to be followed
shortly by adoption of a somewhat similar
procedure by the Navy and Marine Corps.
Accordingly, a new Reemployment Bulletin
No. 1 has been prepared covering the work
of the Reemployment Division under the
new procedure. Sufficlent copies are being
forwarded to you to furnish one for each
local board in your State and one for each
Reemployment Committee man and a reserve
stock for future uses.

In addition to the new procedure covered
in the Reemployment Bulletin No. 1, the
War Department has under consideration,
and has given tentative approval to, a policy
under which it will in the future refuse to
furnish medical records of veterans to pro-
spective employers, even though accompa-
niled by a walver from the veteran. Since
the military exit examinations are far more
thorough than those given by any employer,
access by employers to these records is tanta-
mount to saying that the veteran must pass
& Tar more thorough physical examination
than the nonveteran. The cases in which
employers are demanding Army or Navy med-
ical records of veterans should be reported to
this headquarters,

It would be appreciated if you would for-
ward this bulletin to each newly appointed
Reemployment Committee man at the time
of his appointment,

For the Director:

- LEwIs SANDERS,
Colonel, Field Artillery,
Chief, Reemployment Division.
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NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS,
SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM,
Washington, D, C.

REEMPLOYMENT BULLETIN No. 1, Issuep
SEPTEMBER 20, 1943

REEMPLOYMENT PROGRAM
I. Reemployment organization
1. Statutory Authority

Paragraph (g) of section 8 of the Selective
Tralning and Service Act of 1940, as amended,
directs that a Personnel Division! be estab-
lished to protect the reemployment rights of
veterans, and pursuant to that mandate, the
Director of Selective Service established the
Reemployment Division. This Division is
charged with the responsibility of replacing
in former positions, or aiding in securing new
positions for, those persons satisfactorily com-
pleting service in the armed forces, In ful-
filling its functions, the Reemployment Divi-
sion is authorized to utilize the services of
any or all departments and any or all officers
or agents of the United States, and to accept
the services of all officers and agents of the
Btate and Territories. Reemployment rights
apply to all honorably discharged veterans,
male and female, whether inducted, enlisted,
or commissioned, subsequent to May 1, 1940.

2. War Shipping Administration Included

At the request of the War Shipping Admin-
istration, the Reemployment Division of Se-
lective Service will handle all the reemploy-
ment benefits accorded men discharged from
the merchant marine pursuant to Public Law
87 of the Seventy-eighth Congress.

3. Reemployment Program Decentralized

The Reemployment Division has been and
is operating under a decentralized plan, in
which operations are at the local level, super-
vigion is at the State level, and planning and
interpretations of the act are at the national
level. At the local level Reemployment Com-
mittee men attached to each local board serve
as the agents and counselors of the veterans

with direct responsibility to restore them to

their old jobs and serve as liaison agents and
contact men withe other Government agen-
cies which provide specific services for the
veterans, Clearinghouse committees are be-
ing formed in each community to make avail-
able the organized resources of the commun-
ity in reintegrating veterans into civilian life.

4. National Headquarters

National headquarters of the Selective
Service System prepares the general plans and
makes all decisions in interpreting the appli-
cation of the act, This Is necessary in order
to secure uniformity of interpretation, since
many organizations affected are interstate
and a lack of uniformity in the application
of the act would make it unworkable. Na-
tional headquarters maintains llaison with
all the national bodies interested in employ-
ment. National headquarters under the new
separation procedure, when in effect, will fur-
nish the State headquarters with classified
tallies of its Reemployment Committee men's
reports,

6. State Headquarters

State headquarters of the Selective Service
System selects and recommends the appoint-
ment of the Reemployment Committee men,
inspects their activities, sees that those not
functioning are replaced, and arranges for the
appointment of additional Committee men in
any locality where the reemployment load
necessitates it, the object being to have sufi-
cient Committee men in each locality so that

! Called “Personnel Division” in the act;
name changed to “Reemployment Division”
to avoid confusion with the personnel division
existing in all Government departments, in-
cluding the Selective Bervice System itself,
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every veteran receives immediate and per-
sonal attention to his needs. It transmits
the Reemployment Committee men’s reports
to national headquarters. The State clear-
inghouse committee, when formed, will main=
tain liaison with the State director in han-
dling State-wide problems, The service of
one officer, in whole or in part, and one full-
time secretary should be adequate to handle
the reemployment problems at the State level.

6. Local Boards

Local boards are the maliling addresses of
the Reemployment Committee men attached
to them, and local boards should refer only
honorably discharged veterans who report to
them to their Reemployment Committee men,
The Reemployment Committee men should
turn over to the loeal boards their records
after final disposition of the cases. In case
a Reemployment Committee man resigns, all
his records should be turned over to the
local board for transfer to his successor, Re-
employment Committee men are entitled to
local hoard stationery and have the franked
mailing privileges of the Selective Service
System.

7. Reemployment Committee Men

The Reemployment Committee men at-
tached to each local board are the veterans’
personal representatives, agents, and advisers.
They have direct responsibility to return
veterans to old jobs, see that they are properly
serviced by the Government agencies set up
to help them, and report to their State
headquarters the disposition of all such cases.
They should be informed of the veterans’
reemployment rights as specifled in section 8
of the Selective Training and Service Act of
1940, as amended. They should report all
reemployment cases with controversies that
they cannot adjust to the clearinghouse
committees, when formed, in their respective
communities; maintain close liaison with
them, and, until these committees are
formed, report all such cases to their State
headquarters as at present. They should
refer all new placement cases to the vet-
erans’ employment representatives of the
United States Employment Service and follow
up each case until satisfactory placement is
accomplished. They should, through their
community contacts, especially through the
clearinghouse committee, make the organ-
ized resources of the communities avail-
able in replacing the veterans in civil life,
particularly in creating preferential employ-
ment opportunities for veterans and occupa=
tional opportunities for the disabled.

(c) State clearinghouse committees:
State clearinghouse committees, now being
formed, will consist initially of representa-
tives from the organizations of the national
committee. After the BState clearinghouse
committees are formed they will establish
liaison with State headquarters of selective
service and will-organize the local clearing-
house committees, which in turn will estab~
lish lialson with all Government agencies at
the local level.

(d) Local clearinghouse committees: Lo-
cal clearinghouse committees are to be or=
ganized in all the cities and towns of the
Nation. These will consist of representatives
of the national clearinghouse committee or-
ganizations and such other groups as are
available and in position to render assistance
in the local communities.

(¢) Function of clearinghouse commit-
tees: The function of the clearinghouse com-
mittees will be to handle, as community prob-
lems, all reemployment cases that cannot be
adjusted by the Reemployment Commitiee
men and to make available the combined re-
sources of the community in supporting the
efforts of the Reemployment Committee men
and the United States Employment Service.
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II. Reemployment rights and benefits of the
discharged men

1. Application May Be Made at Any Local
Board

The discharged man may, at his own option,
have his employment problems handled by a
Reemployment Commiitee man attached to
the local board at which he is registered (if he
is & registrant) or by a Reemployment Com-
mittee man attached to any other local board,
if reference to the local board at which he i8
registered would be inconvenient.

8. Cooperating Agencies

Reemployment Committee men must main-
tain personal contact with the local rep-
resentatives of the several governmental agen-
cies which are established to serve the re-
turning veterans and be familiar with their
functions., These agencies and their func-
tions are as follows:

(a) The Veterans' Administration: This
agency adjudicates penslon claims of all hon-
orably discharged persons who served in the
active military or naval service after De=
cember 7, 1941, and prior to the termina-
tion of the present war. It provides, in
service-connected cases, hospitalization, if
necessary, and domiciliary care, disability
pensions, and vocational rehabilitation  of
all types, such as shop, commerce, univer-
sity, etc., and cooperates In eventual place-
ment with the United States Employment
Service.

(b) The Unlted States Employment Serv=-
ice: This agency operates under the War
Manpower Commission and carries out the
policies of the Commission in channelling
employment to essential cccupations and
handles the releases of those transferring
from one occupation to another, with the
exception of honorably discharged veterans
who have the right to reemployment in their
old jobs.

(c) The Veterans' Employment Service:
This agency has a State employment rep=
resentative appointed to supervise the Vet-
erans’ Employment representatives attached
to cach local office of the United States
Employment Service, through which the
actual placements are made. They are re-
sponsible for the employment interests of
all veterans registered with the United States
Employment Service, except those veterans
who desire reemployment in their old jobs.

(d) The Vocational Rehablilitation and
Training Division of the Federal Securlty
Agency: This agency, in connection with the
State department of education in each State,
operates vocational training in non-service-
connected cases. It will assist in the train-
ing and education of those men who must
learn a new trade or profession before re=-
turning to a civilian occupation and who
do not come under the jurisdiction of the
Veterans' Administration.

(e) Red Cross: The home service of the
American Red Cross in every community will
assist veterans and their families in solving
their personal problems. It is familiar with
processing the necessary papers involved with
the Veterans' Administration, if this has not
been done at the discharging point.

{f) Civil Service Commission: The re-
employment committeemen should inform
any veteran who is seeking a Federal Civil
Service position that he may obtain infor-
mation regarding such positions at any post
office or Civil Service office.

(g) Army Emergency Relief: This agency
will extend temporary financial relief to sol=-
diers and thelr dependents, including vet=
erans discharged since September 16, 1840,
in cases that cannot be taken care of by the
Red Cross, They can be contacted through
each service command.

{h) United States Armed Forces Institute,
Madison, Wis.: This agency will undertake
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to provide records of courses taken by mili-
tary personnel while in service, for submis=
sion to civilian educational institutions, em=-
ployers, and other properly interested agen-
cies, and will, on application, give to military
personnel and those recently discharged spe=-
cial examinations which will serve as a basis
for the granting of academic credit by civilian
schools and colleges.

-9, Clearinghouse Committees

(a) Formation and organization: The Na-
tional Clearinghouse Committee has been
formed and is now organizing State and local
clearinghouse committees. Fifteen national
organizations constitute the National Clear-
inghouse Committee. In most Iinstances,
Btate clearinghouse committees will contain
most of the organizations represented on the
national committee. The -clearinghouse
commitiees are autonomous, and no Gov=
ernment official is eligible for membership, ex-
cent in ex officio liaison capacity as may be
desired under certain local conditions.

(b) National Clearinghouss Committee:
The National Clearinghouse Committee con=
sists of representatives from each of the fol-
lowing organizations:

American Farm Bureau Federation.

American Federation of Labor.

American Iron and Steel Institute,

American Legion.

Congress of Industrial Organizations.

Disabled American Veterans.

Kiwan!s International.

Lions International.

National Association of Manufacturers.

National Exchange Club.

National Grange.

Railway Labor Executive Association—(in-
vited—acceptance pending).

Rotary International.

United States Chamber of Commerce.

United States Junior Chamber of Com-
merce,

Veterans cf Foreign Wars.

2. Assistance of Resmployment Committee
Men

The veteran with an honorable discharge
has the right to the services of his Resmploy-
ment Committee man in securing reinstate=
ment in his old job or in assistance in secur-
ing a new job through placing him in liaison
with the Veterans' Employment Service and
United States Employmeni Service, and for
assistance with the. Veterans’ Administration.

3. Veterans’ Administration Vocational
Rehabilitation

Those persons who served in the active
military or naval service on or after Decem-
ber 7, 1941, and prior to the termination of
the present war and are honorably discharged
therefrom, have the right to file an applica=
tion with the Veterans' Administration and
are entitled to the following benefits, pro-
vided the requirements of the law and regu-
lations issued thereunder are met: (1) Hos-
pitalization and domiciliary care. 2(2) Dis-
ability pension. #(3) Vocational rehabilita-
tion. The Reemployment Committee men
will place such veterans in contact with the
Veterans' Administration. The home service
of the American Red Cross is familiar with
processing the necessary papers invoived.

III. New procedure and report of separation
WD AGO form 53

{(This new form should be in the field by
January 1, 1944, and should eliminate
duplication of efforts now occurring.)

1. WD AGO Form 53

The Adjutant General, working in con-
Junction with Selective Service, has developed
and adopted a new report of separation
officially identified as WD AGO Form §3. The

#1In service-connected cases only.
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servicing of geven forms and five letters has
been eliminated and consolidated into the
writing of this one simplified form by the
discharging authority, six (6) copies being
required, which will be a part of the Army’s
basic discharge procedure.

2. Disposition of WD AGO Form 53

(a) Insurance notice: To Veterans' Ad-
ministration, Washington, D. C. (To be ac-
companied by Soldier's Qualification Card
WD AGO Form 20, when pension claim is
made.)

(b) Posting copy: To The Adjutant Gen-
eral’s Office, Washington, D. C. (Then to be
transmitted to National Headquarters, Se-
lective Service System.)

(¢) Board of registration copy: To State
director of Selective Service for the State of
registration; to be transmitted to the Iccal
board of registration.

(d) Reemployment Committee man copy:
To the proper State Director of Selective Serv-
ice for transmittal to the Reemployment
Committee man at the address of employ-
ment. (To be accompanied by Soldier's
Qualification Card WD AGO 20, when no pen-
sion claim is made.)

(e) Veterans" employment representative
copy: To the State veterans' employment
representative of the War Manpower Com-
mission through the State director of selec-
tive service for the State shown in item (d)
above.

(f) Soldier's copy: Copy to be handed to
the discharged soldier. This copy has the
soldier’s duties, rights, and benefits printed
on the back, and will serve as a certificate
to identify the soldier with his Reemploy-
ment Committee man, his veterans' employ=-
ment representative (whether or not they
have received their respective copies); also
with the United States Civil Service Commis-
sion, and shows that he is entitled to a
veteran's rights, such as registering as a
veteran with the United States Employment
Bervice.

3. Medical Information

Diagnosis is on copy for local board of
registration. (This is confidential.) State-
ment of employment handicap is on the
forms for the Reemployment Committee man
and veterans’ employment representative.
This information is not on the veteran’s copy.

IV. Disposition and wuse of Reemployment
Committee man’s copy of Report of Sepdra-
tion (WD AGO Formn §3)

1. Reemployment Committee Man’'s Use of
WD AGO Form 53

The Report of Separation, WD AGO Form
63, and Soldier's Qualification Card, WD
AGO Form 20, should be retained by the
Reemployment Committee man for future
reference in the event the veteran concerned
requires further assistance. The disposition
of the case should be noted on the form,
including referrals made, together with dates
and other pertinent information. Every
effort should be made by the Reemployment
Committee man to make personal contact
with the veteran for the purpose of deter-
mining whether assistance of any kind is
required. Information will be forwarded
later regarding special contact service that
will be made available through the clearing-
house committee as they are formed. In
cases where the veteran reports to a Reem-
ployment Committee man before the Report
of Separation on the man concerned is re-
ceived, the Reemployment Committee man
will accept the soldier’s copy as evidence of
the veteran's rights to consideration.

2. Reports by Reemployment Committee Man

The Reemployment Committee man will
forward all reports on disposition of cases
through BState headquarters to national
headquarters. These reports on disposition

DECEMBER 15

of cases will be made as at present, pending
the i{ssuance of a new form to be used for
this purpose. Reports should be made as
soon as possible, and in no case should they
be delayed beyond 380 days from receipt of
Report of Separation.

8. Final Disposition of Records

In all closed cases, WD AGO Forms 53 and
20 should be deposited with the local boards
to be held separately by them.

For the Director:

LEWIs SANDERS,
Colonel, Field Artillery,
Chief, Reemployment Division.
SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM,
Washington, D. C.
To each soldier and sailor about to return to
civil life:

For your benefit the Government is glad
to give you the following information. Sec-
tion 8 of the Selective Service Act of 1940, as
amended, provides that the Government will
render aid in the replacement in their former
positions, or in securing positions for, men
who have satisfactorily completed their mili-
tary or naval service. The carrying out of
these provisions of the act is made a part of
the responsibility of the Director of Selective
Service, and a Reemployment Division in the
Selective Service System has been set up to
make this part of the act effective.

Attached to each local board in the United
States are one or more Reemployment Com-
mittee men who are to act as your personal
representatives in your home community and
ald you in reestablishing yourseli upon dis-
charge whether you entered the Army, Navy,
Marine Corps, or Coast Guard as a volunteer
or selected man.

There are several Government agencies also
involved in alding you and the reemployment
committeeman cooperates with them all and
will act with them on your behalf when you
report to him through your local board on
your return to your home community, These
agencies and their functions for your benefit

~are as follows:

1. The American Red Cross is the official
medium of communication between the
people of the United States and the Army
and Navy. Field Directors at Army and Navy
camps and hospitals, and chapters in each
home community assist servicemen and
veterans and their families in solving their
personal and family problems; arrange tem-
porary financial assistance when required;
and help in filing and presenting claims for
pensions and other Government benefits.

2. The Federal Security Agency, whose Re-
habilitation and Vocational Training Division
operated by the State department of educa-
tion, provides for the employment adjust-
ment of physically impaired persons.

3. The Veterans’' Administration maintains
hospitals for the care of men incapable of
being rehabilitated to reenter civil life, and
provides them with artificial limbs or other
appliances, if needed, and handles their pen-
sion clalms.

4. The United States Employment Service
has special veteran placement representatives
at all offices and maintains contact with em-
ployers and their specific needs.

Your agents then for information and help
are:

(a) The Red Cross., While in the hospital,
maintain contact with their representative
or their camp representative if you are re-
turned to your unit for discharge.

(b) The local Reemployment Committee
man. Upon your discharge and arrival at the
place to which you go, you should establish
communication with the Reemployment
Committee man attached to the nearest local
board and with the local Red Cross chapter,

Keep your contacts with them and let them
know where you are.

B. HERSHEY,
Director,
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Mr. THOMASON. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. MAY. I yield to the gentleman
from Texas, the distinguished and able
ranking member of my committee, who
is always cooperative and helpful.

Mr. THOMASON. Referring again to
the unfair and unjust criticism and
aspersions made by our friend, the gen-
tleman from Missouri [Mr. PLoESER], I
believe I voice the sentiment of the entire
membership of the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs of the House, both Demo-
crats and Republicans, and I know that
I voice my own sentiment, when I say
that, although there have been times
when I have violently disagreed with the
chairman of the committee, yet I will say
this for him, that I have never doubted,
and so far as I know no man on the com-
mittee ever doubted his patriotism, his
integrity, his industry, or his interest,
not only in his own constituents, but in
the welfare of the country. But the
gentleman from Missouri went further
and reflected upon the committee and
every member of it, including his Repub-
lican colleagues. As I construe his state-
ment, it not only covered the members
of the majority side, but likewise the
members of the minority side. So for
the benefit of the Recorp I would like to
make this statement, and I am sure no
member of the minority side present—
and I see several on the floor—will take
issue with what I am about to say. IfI
do not truthfully state their feelings, I
pause for correction. That is, that
there has never been a time since we
were threatened with war, and even he-
fore war was declared, when the Secre-
tary of War, and especially the Chief of
Staff, General Marshall, has ever called
on your committee that they have not
had prompt and favorable actior from
the Committee on Military Affairs, and
that without regard to any politics or
partisanship.

If I had the time—and I do not want
to consume the time of the gentleman
from Kentucky—I could mention a long
list of bills from our committee that are
now the law, beginning from the time
when we amended the National Defense
Act and took the ceiling off the size of
the Army; when we authorized an ade-
quate and efficient air force; when we
said we would have selective service on
a fair and democratic basis; and later
when we said we would extend that for
another year; and later when we said we
would have a soldiers and sailors relief
act; and still later when we said we
would have an allowance and allotment
act. Only recently we pasesd the so-
called fathers draft bill, and now we are
working every day to report a mustering-
out hill.

I repeat, and if I am wrong I invite
criticism from my friends who have al-
ready had something to say, like the dis-
tinguished and able Member from In-
diana [Mr. Harness] and my good friend
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. EvsTOoN],
and others here on the floor, who belong
to the same party as the gentleman from
Missouri. Your committee day in and
day out, with the exception of Sundays
and holidays, either the whole committee
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or some of its subcommittees, have heen
working in a supreme effort to win this
war as quickly as possible and get our
boys back home. The majority side and
the minority side, all of us, are patriotic
citizens, and many of us, including my-
self, with boys overseas, and I wonder if
my young friend from Missouri does not
think we also have a stake in this war.
We want to win this war. I, too, want my
son and son-in-law back in this country
in peaceful pursuits as soon as possible.
We want to back up General Marshall.
I will say that I have seen the chairman,
when I thought he was a little impulsive,
but I never saw him run from a fight.
I just want to say I have disagreed with
him pretty sitrongly sometimes and some
of my friends on this fioor have also, but
I never questioned his industry, or his
integrity, or his patriotism, or his inter-
est in the welfare of the soldiers of this
country. There has certainly never been
any straddling on his part, although
sometimes he just about busted up the
committee, but, nevertheless, on the final
wind-up we got action and I see my good
Republican friend the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. EisToN] approving my re-
marks. I am sure I voice the sentiments
of the whole committee when I say he has
been right on the job every day for the
welfare of the Nation and of the Army
and of the soldiers, although sometimes,
like all of us, he has made mistakes be-
cause he is human.,

I would like to yield to my friend from
Ohio, although the gentleman from Ken-
tucky has the floor. I do not see the
ranking Republican member, the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. ANDREWS], nor
the distinguished gentleman from Mis-
souri [Mr. Szortl, nor the very able
member on the Republican side, the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. ARENDS], but I
am sure they will confirm my statement
and agree with me that there is no poli-
tics in our committee. Our business and
duty is to provide necessary legislation
for the winning of the war, and that we
have done. Frankly, I think our col-
league from Missouri was striking helow
the belt.

Mr. MAY. I am profoundly grateful
to my colleague the gentleman from
Texas for the fine tribute he pays not
only to our fine Commitiee on Military
Affairs, but to me as its chairman, and
let me add that the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. THOMASON] sits at my right
hand on the committee as the majority
ranking member, and if there ever was a
real right-hand man in the whole wide
world he surely fills the bill. He is pa-
tient, tolerant, forbearing, and always
loyal and devoted to duty and to me as
chairman. I can with utmost faith and
confidence always turn to him for sound
advice, and he is generous and very help-
ful.

Now, as a final word, let me suggest
that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
Proeser], if he has not read it, that
Christ once rebuked an accuser with these
words, “Let him who is without sin cast
the first stone.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
previous order of the House, the gentle-
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man from South Dakota [Mr, Murbpt] is
recognized for 15 minutes.

Mr. PLOESER. Will the gentleman
yield, Mr. Speaker?

Mr. MUNDT. I yield briefly.

Mr, PLOESER. Mr. Speaker, I had
intended to ask unanimous consent to
proceed for 3 minutes prior to the state-
ment of the gentleman from South Da-
kota [Mr. Munptl, if it were agreeable to
the gentleman and the others who had
special orders.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Bonner). There are 656 minutes of pre-
vious special orders now pending.

Mr. PLOESER. May I say for the
benefit of the Chair, I would appreciate
it, if the Chair would put the question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is
hardly fair to those who have special
orders already granted.

Mr. PLOESER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 3 min-
utes, prior to the statement of the gen-
tleman from South Dakota.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentleman from South Dakota has been
recognized. If he cares to yield to the
gentleman——

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving
the right to object, the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. PLoEsEr], has had plenty
of time to speak and has spoken repeat-
edly. I have 20 minutes following the
gentleman from South Dakota, in which
I want to speak on the Bill of Rights.
Today is the one hundred and fifty-
second anniversary of the adoption of
that Bill of Rights.

Mr. PLOESER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman from South Dakota yield?

Mr., MUNDT. I yield briefly.

Mr. PLOESER. Long enough for me
to say that after I had asked unanimous
consent for the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. May] to speak for an addi-
tional 15 minutes, the gentleman saw fit
never to yield beyond that point. He
vielded to others to try to build up a
case, which is clear in the record.

These considerations have all come
about since November 11, since the pres-
sure has been put on to try to bring ac-
tion. For 2 years there has been delay.
The Recorp of December 6 gives you 14
more cases that you can ask General
Hines to answer and also ask him why he
did not read my address of November 11
in its entirety so that he would not have
been obliged, and there would not be
any necessity for him, to waste his time
writing such a letter.

I thank the gentleman from South
Dakota. :

Mr. LEMEKE. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield? ~

Mr. MUNDT. Not at the moment. I
want to tall: about an altogether dif-
ferent subject and my time is limited.

HOW TO STOP A GWIBIT: JOIN THE A. A. F. E. G,

Mr. Speaker, I take the floor this aft-
erncon to call to the attention of the
country and the Congress the organiza-
tion of a new association for the ad-
vancement of American ideals and in-
terests. It will be known for short as
the A, A. F. E. G., but after the true New
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Deal manner, these initials are to desig-
nate the full name of the order which is
the American Association for Eliminat-
ing Gwibits.

We have heard much in this Congress,
Mr. Speaker, about the bungling of bu-
reaucrats. Mail from our constituents
is replete with complaints and ecriti-
cisms about the inefficient and often ar-
rogant manner in which New Deal bu-
reaucrats order private citizens around,
hamstring their activities, and circum-
scribe what have always been considered
their American rights and liberties.

I feel that today, which is Bill of
Rights Day, it is especially appropriate
that we discuss the matter I have in
mind. The vast growth of big govern-
ment in Washington—much of it tak-
ing place long before the war in Europe,
to say nothing of the date of our en-
trance into it—has, to an unprecedented
state, put the Government into business
and pushed political appointees into the
private offices and individual homes of
this Republic. As a result, bureaucracy
has reached a magnitude and become a
menace in this country far beyond that
of any previous era in our national
history.

The land of the free and the home of
the brave is still emphatically the home
of the brave but, unless brave men de-
vote themselves to the task of restoring
Government to the people, it may not
much longer be the home of the free.

Prominent among the forces which are
fettering freedom in this country, Mr.
Speaker, is the all-American “‘gwibit.”
Just as the termite destroys the founda-
tions of Government buildings, so the
“gwibit” destroys the fundamentals of
Government institutions. Slowly but
surely our strength is being sapped and
our future impaired by a galaxy of “gwib-
its” whose resistance to progress is only
excelled by their proclivities for pro-
crastination.

Before defining a “gwibit” as the white-
colored wanton which he is, however,
permit me to emphasize that not all bu-

reaucrats are “gwibits.” There are both -

good and bad bureaucrats, Mr. Speaker.
Many career public servants both in and
out of the civil service are able and de-
voted officials' and workers with a zest
for their iob and a zeal for their country.
Such honest and helpful public servants
ere as essential to good government as
taxes and statutes and they are entitled
to general respect and generous recom-
pense. The “gwibit” is, in fact, as dis-
tasteful and damaging to the good bu-
reaucrat as he is to the patriotic private
citizen.
ALL NEOCRATS ARE “GWIBITS”

One of the fundamental reasons why
New Deal bureaucracy functions so badly
and serves so poorly is the fact that un-
der the present administration the trend
has been away from old-line, experi-
enced, faithful bureaucrats and toward
8 new type of political appointee some-
times described as a neocrat. Webster’s
dictionary defines a neocracy as gov-
ernment by new and inexperienced of-
ficials, or as “upstart rule.” It is from
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the ranks of the neocrats, therefore, that
the “gwibits” are recruited and while not
all “gwibits” are neocrats, it is almost
correct to say that all neocrats are “gwib-
its.” They seldom if ever, at least, are
more distantly related to “gwibits” than
the relationship of leader and follower or
payer and payee. Thus, they are sort
of second political cousins at best, and
at worst—which is usually the status
quo—they become as identical as Sia-
mese twins.

There is room in the American Associ-
ation for Eliminating Gwibits, however,
to include essential Government em-
ployees and busy, useful bureaucrats,
just as there is room to include all citi-
zens, both public and private, who be-
lieve in government of, for, and by the
people and who want to do something to
make it work.

HOW CAN YOU TELL A “GWIBIT” WHEN YOU SEE
ONE?

What then, Mr. Speaker, is a “gwibit”?
How can you identify one? First of all,
a “gwibit"” is a bureaucrat who “nos” a
good idea when he sees one. But there
are other ways, too, in which you can
identify a “gwibit.”

'WHAT IS A “GWIBIT"?

A “gwibit” is two parts cold water,
fastened to the backbone of an angle
worm by a lot of red tape.

He knows it cannot be done, and has
the “no how” to see that nobody does it.

He knows at least one word in every
language, but it always translates into
ilno'il

He thinks that a monkey wrench is
something to throw, a buck is something
to pass, and that an Ethiopian is an
infegral part of every wood pile.

He believes that responsibility is just
another name for smallpox and treats
it accordingly. ]

A “gwibit” does not hibernate like a
bear. He just gets on the Government
pay roll and maintains low visibility all-
year round.

Hand an idea to a “gwibit” and you
would think he had picked up a time
bomb. First he soaks it thoroughly for
48 hours to be sure it has stopped ticking.
Then he gingerly tosses it out the win-
dow, hopping it will land in somebody’s
back yard.

Recently a couple of “gwibits” para-
phrased an old song. The title is, “Praise
the Lord, and Pass the Inhibitions.”

Give a “gwibit” enough rope and he is
sure to hogtie something.

The first American “gwibit” on record
was in Massachusetts, He got the ordi-
nance passed in 1680 making illegal that
new fangled contraption, a bathtub.

The “gwibits” are really trying to win
the war in their own way. They have
made sodnany so-called gwibit contribu-
tions, such as court-martialing General
Billy Mitchell for sinking a battleship
with a plane.

HISTORICAL GWIBITZING

Patrick Henry: “Give me liberty or
give me death.”

Gwibit: “Your request will be for-
warded through appropriate channels
and you will be notified of the decision
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in due course. However, it is suggested
you propose several other alternatives
since the categories you mention may
already be supplied.”

General Warren: “Don’t shoot until
you see the whites of their eyes.”

Gwibit: “No such command is in mili-
tary parlance and is impossible, Inter-
pretation must be made by ranking
oculist.”

Farragut: “Full speed ahead, damn the
torpadoes.”

Gwibit: “We must caution you never to
use full speed especially in forward mo-
tion. As for damning the torpedoes, that
is out of your jurisdiction, since it is the
function of War Information.”

Major Deveraux: “Send us more Japs.”

Gwibit: “If you will fill out a request in
triplicate and present it accompanied
with documentary evidence proving that
your supply has been entirely exhausted
it will be given consideration providing
it is initialed by the Immigration Au-
thority, the Collector of Customs, and the
Food and Drug Administration and
signed.”

P. S.: In case you still hayve not figured
it out—Guild of Washinston Incompe-
tent Bureaucratic Idea Throatcutters.

Caution: A gwibitzer is not to be con-
fused with a kibitzer; the latter merely
stands on the side lines and watches
while the former sits in the path of prog-
;‘fss and trips those who would traverse
GUILD OF WASHINGTON INCOMPETENT BUREAU-

CRATIC IDEA THROATCUTTERS

Mr. Speaker, from fthe foregoing it
should be apparent to all that the
Guild of Washington Incompetent Bu-
reaucratic Idea Throatcutters—which
translated into abbreyiated New Deal
vernacular is shortened into “gwibit”—is
a force against freedom and a brake
against progress which must be elimi-
nated if this Republic is to function as
intended by its founding fathers. How-
ever, all congental and constant “gwi-
bits” are members of the guild to which,
however, they pay only passive loyalty
since being active in anything is consid-
ered anathema by all members of this
futile fraternity.

The time has now come to be on with
the job of “gwibit” eliminating. Any cit-
izen in private or public life who takes
the initiative in proposing that an in-
dividual, community, or State refrain
from asking the Federal Government to
do for him, it, or them, anything which
can be done without the aid of the Fed-
eral Government is helping to eliminate
“gwibits.”

“Gwibits” grow when citizens delegate
to the Federal Government responsibili-
ties and tasks which might better be han-
dled locally. In fact, “gwibits,” like gui-
nea pigs, grow.and multiply without the
necessity of outside encouragement. It
is doubly unfortunate, therefore, that the
liguid-eyed largess of the New Deal has
provided “gwibits” with such unprece-
dented and unparalleled encouragement,
However, by refraining from delegating
to the Big Government in Washington
powers, authorities, tasks, responsibili-
ties, duties, privileges, jobs, assignments,

g
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regulations, and rights which can better
be handled elsewhere, private citizens
can help prevent the growth of a scourge
of New Deal “gwibits” which otherwise
will devitalize free government in Wash-
ington like a flock of grasshoppers de-
vouring a wheat field in Kansas.

“PENCIL PACKING PAPA™

From the financial point of view, how-
ever, the menace of the “gwibit” is not so
much from the standpoint of the amount
of the people’s money which he secures
as salary as it is the vast amounts of the
people’s money which he spends as agent
for the Government. Thus, a Govern-
ment “gwibit” is in reality one of the
world’s most costly luxuries. I hope, Mr,
Speaker, that some day a songwriter
will write a song entitled, “Pencil Pack-
ing Papa, Lay That Checkbook Down.”
I am sure its popularity would be tre-
mendous, and if its efficacy is even frac-
tional, it should outsell and outsing
the original song from which it would ke
paraphrased.

Slowly but surely, we Americans are
learning the awiul axiom that when we
ask the New Deal Washington to do
something for us, it winds up by doing
something to us. And the “do-gooder”
who pushes the prod and sets the hook
ninety-nine times out of a hundred is a
congenital “gwibit” whose main goal in
life is to hang onto his job.

A “gwibit” never gets very far on his
own bower and tries never to become
separated from the source of his pay
check. He thrives on what he is given
and manages to give perpetual life to as-
signments to which he is attached. He
seldom attacks new lines of endeavor not
delegated to him, as that requires an ex-
hibition of initiative which in the ethics
of a “gwibit” is tantamount to treason to
his tribe. Therefore, while it is difficult
to decrease the “gwibits” which we have,
it is possible to prevent their increase by
abstaining from following the inviting
impulse to transfer to the Federal Gov-
ernment the correction of problems
which we can locally solve. It follows
that the best place to kill a “gwibit” is
close to home, and the most effective way
to stop him from gwibitizing is before he
gets going.

Only citizens who will pledge them-
selves to take some action in some way
to stop the bad American habit of ask-
ing Washington to do for them what they
should do for themselves are eligibie for
membership in the American Association
for. Eliminating Gwibits. George Poin-
dexter, of Stepney, Conn., is the president
of the association; the gentleman from
South Dakota now addressing you is the
secretary. We have no treasurer be-
cause, unless we succeed in eliminating
“gwibits,” we shall soon all be without
money anyhow, and if we get the job
done, energetic Americans will once again
become able to earn and save their own
independence without benefit of Govern-
ment hand-out or organizational fee,

Mr, LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, MUNDT. 1 yield,
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Mr. LANDIS. I would like to give
you a few definitions that I have heard
around Washington of a bureaucrat.

First. A person who takes a 10-page
memo to say “No.”

Second. The original “teo little and
too late” man.

Third. A lawmaker who is not elected
and therefore is not responsible for his
acts.

Fourth. A person who would rather
plan to plan than plan.

I would like to ask the gentleman if
those definitions of a bureaucrat would
classify him as a “gwibit”?

Mr. MUNDT. Yes. I would say they
would almost make such bureaucrats
charter members of the “gwibit” organ-
ization.

Mr, Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

FERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that my colleague [Mr.
WerIcHEL], at the conclusion of the last
special order, may have 3 minutes in
which to address the House, with the
right to revise and extend his remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Zim-
MERMAN), Without objection, it is so
ordered,

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TUnder
the previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Rankin] is
recognized for 20 minutes.

THE BILL OF RIGHTS

"Mr. RANKIN. Mr, Speaker, today is
the one hundred and fifty-second anni-
versary of one of the greatest events in
the history of mankind, the adoption of
the Bill of Rights, which is contained in
the first 10 amendments to the Consti-
tution of the United States.

At the risk of being tedious, I am going
to take these amendments up and dis-
cuss them in detail, but, first, let me say
that when the Constitution of the United
States was written in 1787, Thomas Jef-
ferson, the greatest political philosopher
of that day, was in France as our Min-
ister to that country. When he returned
he called attention to the fact that the
Constitution was incomplete, that, while
it provided for a central government,
it did not take care of the rights of hu-
man beings for which mankind had heen

struggling for more than 2,000 years. He’

made them agree that before the Consti-
tution was adopted these 10 amendments
should be approved and become a part
of the Constitution of the United States.

As I said the other day, these first 10
amendments constitute the “ten com-
mandments” of American freedom.
While we are talking of freedom for the
other peoples of the world, we unfortu-
nately have a communistic element in
this country that would destroy that
sacred document and wipe out that free-
dom that has been gained as Jefferson
said by so much suffering, so much
blood, and so much toil, through years
and years of struggle, revolution, and
reformation. It is the ark of the cove-
nant of freedom and today we find peo-
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ple throughout this country who are
flouting it and who would wipe it from
existence. When they do, American
liberty as you and I know it, will have
disappeared.

Amendment No. ¥ provides:

Congress shall make no law respecting an
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the
Iree exercise thereof; or abridging the free-
dom of speech, or of the press; or the right
of the people peaceably to assemble, and to
petition the Government for a redress of
grievances.

There is where the separation of
church and state comes in, that enables
you and me and every other American
to worship God according to the dictates
of his own conscience. That could not
be done in the Old World at that time,
and in some of the countries of the Old
World it cannot be done now. We have
had a great many religious rows in this
country since that amendment was
adopted, but there is net an instance on
record that I have ever found where any-
body had the audacity to enter a place
of worship and try to break it up.

Freedom of speech and the freedom of
the press are being challenged today.
When they are gone, free government will
have taken its flight and liberty will have
gone down to ‘the dust and perished
among its worshippers. Nothing is
more sacred, or more important, to the
American people than free speech and a
free press.

The second amendment provides:

A well regulated militia, being necessary
to the security of a free state, the right of
the people to keep and bear arms, shall not
be infringed.

It is ‘useless for me to comment on the
value that amendment has been to the
American people and the value it may be
in years to come, because when you dis-
arm & people, the weakest tyrant on
earth may dominate the most populous
country.

The third amendment provides:

No soldier shall, in time of peace, be quar-
tered in any house without the consent of
the owner, nor in time of war but in a man-
ner to be prescribed by law.

The people of the Old World up to that
time, with a few shining exceptions,
never had the benefit of such protection.
It has been followed in a great many in-
stances, but not in all countries. It has
been carried out to the letter so far as
the United States of America is con-
cerned.

Amendment No. 4:

The right of the people to be secure In
their persons, houses, papers, and effects
against unreasonable searches and seizures
shall not be violated, and no warrants shall
issue but upon probable cause, supported by
oath or afirmation, and particularly describ-
ing the place to be searched, and the persons
or things to be seized.

That is a freedom that had not existed
in the Old World. When the Bastille fell
one man had bheen in there 35 years.
When told to go home, he said: “Home?
What are you talking about?” He had

been there so long without trial that he
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had even forgotien where he lived, al-
though he had been a prosperous and in-
fluential young man when he was cast
into prison.

The fifth amendment provides:

No person shall be held to answer for a
capital or otherwise infamous crime, unless
on a presentment or indictment of a grand
jury, except in cases arising in the land or
naval forces, or in the militia, when in serv=
ice in time of war or public danger; nor shall
any person be subject for the same offense to
be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor
shall be compelled in any criminal case to be
& witness against himself; nor be deprived
of life, liberty, or property without due proc-
ess of law; nor shall private property be taken
for public use without just compensation,

This is probably the cornerstone of
American liberty. We lawyers know
what it means when we say a man can-
not be twice puf into jeopardy for the
same offense. When a man is tried in
a court of law before a judge or jury
and a verdict of not guilty is rendered,
he can never be arrested again on that
charge or be put in jeopardy again for
that offense. That was not true, and
is not true today, in many countries of
the world,

Nor shall he be deprived of life, liberty,
and property without due process of law.

In other words, you cannot go out
and seize a man's property, deprive him
of life or liberty, without due process of
law; that is, without taking that legal
procedure established in this country
that guarantees him a fair and impar-
tial trial.

Nor shall private property be taken for
public use without just compensation.

Our State constitution in Mississippl
has a beneficent addition to that lan-
guage. It provides that private prop-
erty shall not be taken or injured for
public use without just compensation.

Today when we see the governments of
the world broken down, with fascism,
communism, shintoism, and every other
“ism” disturbing the minds of the people
of the world, we turn back to this Bill of
Rights, this ark of the covenant, if you
please, that has protected us through-
out the years of its existence, through-
out the life of this Republic.

I am speaking as a southern Demo-
crat, I am speaking as a man who has
always stood for the Democratic Party,
and I do not propose to have any bunch
of erackpots run me out of that party.
Butl there are some things taking place
in this country that viclate that part
of the Bill of Rights in a most danger-
ous, a most unnecessary, and a most
inexcusable manner,

There has been set up, by Executive
order, what they call the Fair Employ-
ment Practices Committee that is going
throughout the country trying to force
private enterprise to comply with regu-
lations that cannot be enforced. Right
today they are also trying to make the
railroads and railroad brotherhoods of
the South adopt a policy of Negro
equality.

It is a hard matter to discuss this
issue on the floor of the House without
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discussing the racial issue. If I men-
tion the word “Jew” I am excoriated by
a certain element that the betfer ele-
ment of Jews despise, who are advocat-
ing communism ifrom one end cf the
country to the other. When I mention
the Negro, although I am one of the
best friends he ever had, an infinitely
better friend of his than any flannel-
mouthed Communist who has tried to
use him to stir up racial trouble, I am
accused of race prejudice. These Com-
munists are using the Negro as a smoke
screen. They are not only making it
impossible for themselves to live in this
country after this war is over but they
are destroying the Negro's hope for
happiness and prosperity among the
best friends he ever had on the face of
the earth, and that is the white people
of the Southern States.

I know we of the South have been ac-
cused of being unkind to the Negro. I
know that we have been misrepresented
throughout the country on this subject,
but as the grandson of a slave holder,
I want to say that no people under the
shining sun ever did more for one race
than the white people of the Scuth has
done for the Negro. If you will let him
alone, if these Communist elements will
let him alone, he will be able to make a
living in that country throughout all the
years that are to come, and to live in
peace and harmony with the white peo-
ple around him,

But this Fair Employment Practices
Committee and this War Labor Relations
Board are today trying to force the white
people—white women, if you please—
working for the Western Electric Co. in
Baltimore to use the same washrooms
and the same toilet facilities as the Ne-
groes do. They are doing the Negroes
more harm than anything else has since
the days of reconstruction. We have
lived with them for 300 years.

Mr. Speaker, we never reduced the
Negro to slavery. We elevated him from
the position of savage to that of servant.
Throughout uncounted centuries he
roamed through the wilds of Africa, one
of the richest countries in all the world,
and never developed the art of agricul-
ture to the extent of making his living
out of the ground. For countless cen-
turies he trod the soil of his native land,
with diamonds heneath his feet, and
never dreamed of the theory of values.
He bowed beneath his master’s whip at
the building of the pyramids and watched
succeeding civilizations rise and fall, and
all he ever learned was to construct a
rude shelter of bark and grass to protect
him from the beating rays of a tfopical
sun. He saw the dawn of civilization and
watched the pageant of the centuries
pass without so much as manifesting a
desire to participate in progress: until
we brought him to this country, taught
him the rudiments of civilization, and
showed him the light of Christianity
through the unfortunate instrumentality
of slavery—unfortunate for the white
man, but fortunate for the Negro. Be-
cause human slavery has been the great-
est curse the South ever had, yet the
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greatest blessing the Negro had ever
known up to that time. We are all glad
it is gone, never to return.

Since the War between the States
throughout the South, the Negroes have
been able o live and enjoy peace and
protection which the Communisits are
destroying for him,

Now they are demanding that every
private enterprise employ Negroes and
promote them, whether it wants them
or not. Who is behind all this? It is
these communistic elements I am refer=-
ring to. They are creating dissension
that will destroy his chance for happiness
and a livelihood in the years to come.
Then where will he go? Are your north-"
ern cities prepared to take care of him?

There are only four possible solutions
of the race question. One of them
would be the extermination of one race
or the other. That is not to be contem-
plated. Another one would be deporta-
tion, which is out of the question. An-
other one would be amalgamation, to
send the country down to become a mis-
erable mass of amalgamated, degenerate
humanity. That is unthinkable. The
only one left is segregation, the one that
the South has followed successfully for
more than 300 years. YetthisF.E. P.C.
is trying, without authority of law, with-
out any right whatever, to destroy that
policy and destroy what we are trying
to do.

They are destroying, as I said, the
Negro’s hope for future happiness, and
in time of war, when every white home
in the South has somebody in the service,
when our boys are shedding their blood
upon every battlefield for America and
America’s instituiions, they issue these
orders and stir up racial resentment,
racial hatred, and race trouble through-
out the South, and also in many of the
Northern States. ¥You had a taste of it
in Harlem and in Detroit, Mich,

Mr, Speaker, this attempt to take over
the election machinery of the States is
another violation of the Constitution, as
well as the Bill of Rights. We cannot
carry freedom to the people of the rest
of the world, if we permit these safe-
guards of our own liberty to be destroyed.

And what if it is destroyed? What
will take its place? Let me read you the
words of one of the great statesmen of a
hundred years ago, Daniel Webster, who

‘said:

Other misfortunes may be borne, or their
effiects overcome. If disastrous wars should
Bweep our cornmerce from the ocean, another
generation mey renew it; if it exhaust our
Treasury, future industry may replenish it:
if it desolate and lay waste our fields, still,
under new cultivation, they will grow green
again, and ripen to future harvests.

It were but a trifle even if the walls of
yonder Capitol were fo crumble, if its lofty
plllars should fall, and its gorgeous decora-
tions be all covered by the dust of the valley.
All these may be rebuilt.

But who shall reconstruct the fabric of
demolished government?

Who shall rear again the well-proportioned
columns of constitutional liberty?

Who shall frame together the skillful archi-
tecture which unites national soverelgniy
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with State rights, individual security, and | |
public prosperity?
No; if these columns fall, they will be
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Net cash income above expenses of typical commercial jfamily-operated farms
1935-39 TO 1842 AND 1943

raised not again. Like the Colosseum and J F
the Parthenon, they will be destined to a ADOHB“‘d Farm net cash income
mournful and a melancholy immortality. : by
Bitterer tears, however, will flow over them Type of farm Lecation 1042 over
than were ever shed over the monuments of avegsga 1935-39 1840 1042
Roman or Grecian art; for they will be the 1935-39
monuments of a more glorious edifice than
Greece or Rome ever saw, the edifice of con- 1. Wheat farms Winter wheat area $3, 700 £1, 000 1, 670
stitutional American liberty. 2. Wheat, grain sorghum, livestock 3, 264 1,700 1, 600
g. gas;hmmfutaT Rt 3, 204 1, 800 2,100
i 3 . Hog-heef breeding R R e 2,626 1, 300 1,280
‘Gﬂd PrOtQCt America .from enemies 5. Wheat, corn, livestock. ... S R mlcr “wheat area. 2, 548 1, -l(;f} 1, 260
without; God save America from those 17; Eof dalry. oo e aorn Bellhii=ps B L-‘)‘rS-l 1,080 839
! . Dairy. cencamnn-| Wisconsin.... 2 1,078 1,110 1,270
el_em_ents that would destroy it from S DAy er Ay e Now York: 1040 060 1,200
within. 9. Flue-cured t i --| Virginia.____ 56 £00 740
The SPEAKER. pro tempore. The i? Eiﬂaslslpz'Zk ‘}'ax} e e M e Cotton area.. i[{ﬁ ;Jf"l(! 'Ll}-:
= B eOTg. mule. .___.._ =S : 200
time of the gentleman from Mississippi | 12) Mississippi Deita 2-mule.. 00 500 <46
has expired. - 13. Fire-cured tobaceo. ... ..o oo ... 232 200 00
EXTENSION OF REMARKES
INFORMATION ON 1943 S0 FAR AS AVAILARLE
Mr. DINGELL. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own i {)‘ Em farms__ T 7 T — w mélrull(‘nl ared.._. s:.m ﬂ} 938 <;§."]2
remarks in the RECORD and include | 2 MWbeat, erain sorghum, livesioe e 2 /i
s A : Whe R A 3,220 1, 400 1, 260
therein an article by Blair Moody, ace | et corn, livcstoe 5

reporter of the Detroit News, in his reg-
ular column, the Lowdown on Washing-
ton, captioned, “How about Congress’
alibis on inflation?” The article is un-
answerable and therefore unchallenge-
able. I ask that it be included in toto,
notwithstanding the fact that it may
slightly exceed the maximum of two
pages.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Michigan?

There was no objection.

LEAVE OF AESENCE

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that I be granted
leave of absence indefinitely, on the ad-
vice of the House physician,

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Michigan?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from Wisconsin [Mr. MURRAY] is
recognized for 30 minutes.

FOOD SUBSIDIES

Mr., MURRAY of Wisconsin, Mr.
Speaker, the two schools of thought—
one of which believes that the American
consumer can be best protected by
wholly a price approach, and the other,
which believes that the American con-
sumer is best protected by an ample food-
production program—seem to be at odds
as much as ever. The reasons these
groups do not see more eye to eye are:
First, the improper use of supposedly re-
liable Federal information from Federal
bureaus and spokesmen; and, second, the
cheap political tricks which are being
used to inject the issue into future po-
litical campaigns. The only time we hear
about inflation is when the low-income
groups are involved or when the Ameri-
can farmer is in the picture.

As an example of the use of supposedly
reliable information from a Federal
bureau, I wish at this time to call your
attention to the table in the Recorp of
November 29, page 10068, It is as fol-
lows:

Is there

1 Preliminary,
21043,

Bource: Bureau of Agriculiural Economics, Nov, 5, 1943,

I wish to say at this time that this table
may meet one’s approval if it is properly
explained, but the table is not properly
explained by the Government bureau
which issued it. - It is wrong to lead the
consumer groups to believe that the
farmers are receiving the net incomes
which are shown in this table unless it is
carefully explained. This causes dis-
unity. It harms the war-food program.
When I saw this table, I noted what it
said regarding the Wisconsin dairy farms
and felt it must be wrong. It happens
that I had a report of the Pure Milk Prod-
ucts Cooperative in my files, which is as
follows:

Production and number of pwducers by

months, 1942-43

5 r;f,’;" Daily
Total pro- | 3 ‘nrn- ducers, | dvetage
duetion, hIt]:‘.::’r monthly 5";':;3:1'0'
L 4 o
1942-43 dticers a\la;:?gr per
patron farm
1942
Pounds I‘-}u nds | Pounds
Scptember. ... 72,823,036 | 11, 532 'i 210.5
QOctober...._.__| 73,684,682 | 11,601 204, 9
November. ... 70,023,837 | 11,677 201.6
December_ ... 79, 178, 662 | 11,8617 (‘ br& 221.8
1643 "
January. 86, 165,472 | 11,477 7,610 2423
84, 408, 080 | 11,584 7,416 264.9
100, 048, 872 | 11,450 | & 816 24,4
105, 132, 186 | 11, 481 9, 157 306, 2
119, 967, 316 | 11, 569 10, 37 334, 5
123,122,700 | 11,632 | 10,583 352 8
.| 103,747,720 | 11,724 £ 840 5. 6
Augus: ceeae-| 86,017,194 | 11,760 7, 811 235, 8
Total....|1,106,40375 {11,560 | - 7,906 ‘ 202,0
VAverage.

As this milk averages nearly 4 percent
butterfat *this would make (262x4%)
about 10 pounds of butterfat. The av-
erage price of butterfat in Wisconsin in
1942 was 58 cents per pound. The mem-
bers of the Pure Milk Products Co-oper-
ative, however, received a price above the
State average price. The economic life
of the producer and the economic life

of the communities, for that matter, are
very directly affected by the price of this
10 pounds of butterfat pwduced on these
farms each day.

What justification is there for all this
talk about the large farmers being the
ones that oppose roll-back subsidies?

You should also note that this one
co-op handled 1,000,000,000 of the 98,-
000,000,000 pounds of milk that found its
way into the commercial dairy channels
of the Nation this last year.

With this information in mind, I called
the office of the Bureau of Agricultural
Economiecs and asked for Dr. Tolley, the
chief of the B. A, E. I was referred to
Mr., O. V. Wells, as Dr. Tolley was not
in. Mr, Wells asked that I wait until
Dr. Tolley returned to the city before
making any comment upon this table,
which I agreed to do and which I have
done. On December 7, I received the
following letter from Mr. Wells:

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT
OF AGRICULTUZE,
BURFAU OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS,
Washington, D. C., December 6, 1943,
Hon. R F. MURRAY,
House of Representatives.

Dear Mr. Murgray: Reference is made to
our telephone conversatlon of last week con=-
cerning incomes of Wisconsin dalry farmers
printed on page 10068 of the CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp of November 29, 1943, ]

The Wisconsin dairy farms are typical of
those dairy farms in southern Wiseonsin
that have about 17 milk cows and produce
milk for precessing. They are farms with
about 115 acres of which B5 acres are cropped,
and are considered to be about 2-man farms
in size, including an operator, family help,
and some hired labor at harvest time. The
dairy herd produces about 73 percent of the
farm income of which 59 percent is from
dairy products and 14 percent is from the
eale of cattle and calves. A fuller discus-
sion of the subject is contained in the Ag-
ricultural Situation for January 1942, a copy
of which is enclosed.

The income figures contalned in the Con=
GRESSIONAL REcomp are representative of an
important segment of the dairy farms in Wis-
consin but should not be interpreted as
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reflecting conditions prevailing on all groups
of dalry farms in the State. The enclosed
table contains comparisons between the typi-
cal Wisconsin commercial dairy farms and
averages computed from the 1940 census.
The main difference in the two sets of data
is in the number of cows and the gross in-
come per farm. The typlcal commercial
farms contained an average of about 17 milk
cows as compared with an average of 15 for
the farms reporting dairy cows in the im-
portant 18 dairy counties of Wisconsin and
13 for the farms reporting dairy cows in the
State. The average number of cows per farm
for all farms in the 18 dairy counties and all
farms in the State is even less than this,

The 1939 gross income for the typical eom-
mercial dairy farms was $2,115 compared with
an average of $1,603 for all dairy farms in
the 18 dairy counties and an average of $1,-
387 for all dairy farms in the State. Accord-
ing to the census definition, dairy farms were
those that received 40 percent or more of
their gross income from dairy products.

As indicated in the article in the Agricul-
tural Situation, the main purpose of these
gtudies is to determine for a modal group of
farms of some defined type annual changes
in gross and net income. As index numbers
they probably also represent fairly well
changes i other groups of dairy farms in
the State. When the volume of income and
the changes in income are expressed in dol-
lars and cents they can be considered to bhe
representative of the modal group of farms
for which the computation was made. In
this case they apply to the group of farms
described which have an average of about 17
milk cows and furnish employment for the
equivalent of two men throughout the year.

Very truly yours,
O. V. WeLLs,
Chief Program Analyst.

I have not the time to prove or dis-
prove the statement that the typical
wheat farmer of America made a net
profit of $5,690 in 1942 and $6,770 in 1943,
or whether the typical wheat-corn-live-
stock farmer of the winter-wheat area
had a net of $3,950 in 1942 and $4,620 in
1943, If the ordinary reader looks at
this table and thinks that it is the aver-
age net profit obtained by these various
groups, it at least makes good propa-
ganda for the professional subsidy roll-
backers. I shall be content to confine
my remarks to the State of Wisconsin. I
wish to call your particular attention to
these statements in Mr. Wells’ letter:-

The Wisconsin dairy farms are typical of
these dalry farms in southern Wisconsin,
The income figures contained in the Cown-
GRESSIONAL RECORD are representative of an
important segment of the dairy farms of Wis-
consin, but should not be interpreted as re-
flecting conditions prevalling on all groups
of dairy farms in the State.

In other words, the tables are set up
to represent the typical commercial
family operated farms of Wisconsin, but

- the facts are that these so-called typical
farms are in southern Wisconsin, in only
18 of the 71 counties of the State, where
they had 17 cows in comparison to the
11.7 1940 average for the State, and
where the owners had 85 acres out of
their 115 acres that are cropped, while
the State showed an average of 122 acres
per ‘farm in 1940 wath only 53 acres
cropped.

Now I wish to call your attention to
the table supplied by Mr. Wells, referred
to in his letter which is as follows:
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Wisconsin: Comparison of typical commercial family operated dairy jarms with 1940

census data
Average for 18 v :
dairy countics Average for State
Typical
Item airy

farms Farms Farms

All farms [reporting| All farms mi)orting
item tem
Land in farms, 1939 BCTeS... 114 112 112 122.5 122.5
LR L S e A s e o R S do... 20 1.7 16.9 11.4 a3
Oats, 19390 an..... 20 12.5 14.8 110 15.4
Bnrley. 1039. do_. 7.4 7.5 10. 8 3.7 1.0
R I e e e A M e do__.. 24.8 20,9 2.1 2.1 27T
}Ii]k R 3 e e e a b S e i number.._ 17.4 13.8 15.0 1.7 13.1
Milk productmn per co pounds.. 1,170 I8 e I SO
Hours of work per year, 1939
Operator and family. number.. ¢l SRS B o e i L
H _ do.... 1 o Nl o Tard b
at iy TR P T T I SRS S o S do.... i M Ul | =Rl L AP PR
DAIRY FARMS
1630 1842

Typical | Census® | Census?
1 e e L A R St SR Rt e et L e $2,115 §1, 603 $1, 387
Bales of dairy pmflut‘l‘: HANE $1, 225 $1, 041 007
Percent dairy sales are of gross Ineome. - e e e 58 65 65

"Typiecal farm—number of cows milked Jan. 1, 1840, Census farms—number of cows milked Jan. 1, and still on

farms Apr. 1, 1940.

1 Farms hnv!ng 40 percent or more of their income from dairy products,

By telephone and personal conference
I found that the 1939 farm net cash in-
come for the selected dairy farms in 18
counties was only $1,019. Also that the
hours of work per year for 1942 was
6,438 hours in comparison to the 6,077
hours in 1939.

¥You will note that on these typical
dairy farms that they required 6,077
hours of work in 1939. Mr. Wells advises
me that these operations required
6,438 hours in 1942, You will also note
that table 1 shows a net profit to these
Wisconsin dairy farms of $2,190 in 1942,
and Mr. Wells c.dvises me that this com-
parable net income in 1939 was $1,019.

From the above, then, it would appear
that in 1939 on these typical dairy farms
selected farms, it showed 6,438 man
counties, with 85 acres out of 115 in
crops, gave return to the farm labor of
16 cents per hour for man labor—$1,019
divided by 6,077. In 1942 on these same
selected farms, it showed 6,438 man
hours with $2,190 net cash income, or 34
cents per hour—$2,190 divided by 6,438.
In fact, Mr. Wylie Goodsell, of the B. A. E.
gives this as 33.9 cents per hour, and
figures the 1939 income on the basis of
13-plus cenfs per hour when interests is
deducted.

At this point there are a few facts
which I wish to call to the attention of
my friend and colleague, the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. ScanrLonN] who,
according to the press, is head of the
committee to protect the consumer. My
personal opinion is that 395 other Mem-
bers of this House are just as much inter-
ested in the consumers of the Nation as
are the fighting forty. First, I would like
to call attention to the fact that in 1939
the labor on selected dairy farms in Wis-
consin brought only 16 cents an hour,
and in 1942 only 34 cents an hour. You
will also note in Mr. Wells’ letter and in
the table which he submitted that he

says that these farms “are considered to
be about two-man farms in size, includ-
ing an operator, family help, and some
hired labor at harvest time.” In other
words, this is a family income, or at least
a two-man operation, and even using the
selected dairymen in the 18 southern
Wisconsin counties, it would not be more
than $1,095 per person, or $2.71 per day.
How many people in the group which
Mr. ScaNLon represents do you suppose
have an hourly wage of 34 cents, or re-
ceive but $1,095 annually? $1,095 for
365 days is $2.71 a day only. I trust that
the roll-backers will note that the farm
women of America are actually working
together with their children as never be-
fore in their lives to provide this needed
food. I also hope that they realize that
these farm people are carrying on this
great work with only 40 percent of them
having electric lights in their homes, and
with only 1 out of 10 of them with mod-
ern conveniences in their homes. I wish
that my colleague from Pennsylvania
would ask his audiences how many of
them in each audience have electrie
lights and bath tubs in their homes and
what their daily income is at this time,
and find out how far it is from $2.71 per
day.

My good friend and colleague the
gentleman from Texas [Mr., Parman]
often asks for a better plan than the roll-
back subsidies, but I have never noted
that he yielded long enough to have the
question answered. It is surely difficult

to unscramble a scrambled egg when so

many insist on further scrambling,
However, at this time I wish to make a
few suggestions to the professional roll-
back subsidy advocates. If this group
is really interested in providing food at
a reasonable price to the low-income
groups, why do they not support legisla-
tion like the Herter-Aiken bill, which re«
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vives the stamp plan to provide this food?
If this group wants to do something
really constructive, why do they not
bring their pressure to bear on the
O. P. A, and ask this agency how much
longer they are going to let the man with
the price obtain cream without points
and make the average cttizen pay 5
points for cottage cheese made from the
skim milk., They could find out how
much longer the O. P. A. is going to allow
cream to go point-free, so that the man
with the price can secure all he pleases,
from which to make butter; and yet
compel the average citizen to pay 16
points for butter made from the same
cream. Third, how much longer is this
group going to allow the O. P. A. to know-
ingly or unknowingly protect the oleo
interests by not putting a ceiling on oleo?

The roll-back subsidy group are mak-
ing a big hue and cry about rolling back

the price of butter 5 cents a pound, or-

with, at the most, forty to fifty million
dollars a year subsidy. Yet they see the
0. P. A, without protest allow the oleo
interests to _sell this product for from
17 to 29 cents a pound. If the price of
oleo were rolled back to what some of it
is being sold for and squeeze out some
of this 12 cents a pound, it would repre-
sent a saving of part of this $72,000,000
annually on the 600,000,000 pounds plus
of oléo that are being manufactured this
year. The roll-back subsidy group could
easily show the O. P, A. that they already
have a ceiling of 11.cents plus on soybean
oil, 13 cents plus on cottonseed oil, 13
cents plus on peanut oil, 1212 to 1415
cents per pound on powdered skim, or 1%
cenis per pound on skim milk in fluid
form and since the Oleo Institute shows
that these products make up a large per-
centage of the ingredients of oleo, there
should not be much difficulty in arriving
at a ceiling price for this product. In
other words, although some oleo is being
sold at 17 cents a pound, other oleo is be-
ing sold for 29 cents a pound, and the
subsidy group up to this time has made
no effort to protect the consumers of
America so far as this product is con-
cerned.

However, they do insist in all their
righteousness that it is imperative to roll
back the dairy farmer's prices, where in
1242 the laborer has been receiving 34
cents or less per hour for labor that goes
into his product. And why?

I note in the 1942 production of oleo-

margarine that they wused 74,000,000
pounds of skim milk, although they call
it milk. At the O. P. A. ceiling price,
this would be not over 114 cents a pound.
As long as this is being sold as an in-
gredient of oleo at 17-29 cents a pound,
it would seem on the face of it that this
was a rather large margin that might
need attention before the roll-backers
start on people who are receiving 34
cents an hour for their labor in 1942,
"~ Why do not the protectors of the con-
sumer question the advisability of asking
the O. P. A. to check up a little on the
filled milk that is being manufactured
at this time, if they are really interested
in the welfare of the consumer of this
country.
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Why do not they find out why filled
milk is being sold without a ceiling price
and without any points, and being sold
also at a price equal to the regular evap-
orated milk that is made from normal
milk, Of course, when they find this out
from the O. P. A,, they can also find out
why the War Production Board allocated
7,600 tons of tin plate in the last 2 years
to this filled milk industry, when it has
been very difficult even to get enough tin
to repair a vat in a corner cheese factory
in Wisconsin.

It is surprising to read in the Milwau-
kee Journal recently an article with a
headline, “Milk picture turning sour?”
Is it so surprising when you see an organ-
ized group trying to roll back the dairy
group where the selected individuals of
the dairy industry are on a 34-cent-per-
hour basis?

There is one more situation that I
would like to eall to the attention of the
roll-backers at this time. At Wiscon-
sin’s largest livestock market, day after
day, 100-pound pigs are selling for 8 cents
a pound. I receive the market prices as
issued. Of course, you all know that the
parity price of hogs is 12 cents per pound
at this time, and that the parity does not
apply to just the 200- to 270-pound hogs
which have support prices. When the
support price was announced, too much
emphasis was not put on the weights for
which the support price was made. Now,
if this group is interested in providing
food for all, why do they not ask the
Q. P. A. to remove ration points on pork
for 60 days so that the average citizen
can secure and process these hogs that
are selling for so much less than even the
support price. It hasbeen demonstrated
that the man with the price will get his
product regardless, but here is an oppor-
tunity to provide cheaper meat to the
great majority of our people.

Now let us get a few things here
straight from the shoulder. I was home
the same as most of you this summer., I
spent every possible minute with the
groups of my district. I tried to obtain
the facts and I tried to give the facts.
These groups included the A. A. A, serv-
ice clubs, county agents, F. S. A, auto
dealers, P. C. A. labor delegations, cheese
makers, bankers, the Farm Bureau, feed
dealers, newspaper editors, granges, and
groups interested in social service. What
were the outstanding impressions I ob-
tained?

One was that this war is a serious busi-
ness to these people, with practically
everyone having a blood relative in the
armed service,

Second, was the fact that at no meet- -

ing was there any mention made about
prices and ways of getting rich out of this
war., The whole approach was on the
basis of how best they could increase the
food production in 1944 and how best
these other groups could carry their part
of the load in furnishing the services in-
cident to the food-production program.
They realized that they had a duty to per-
form and that in addition to the normal
desire to produce, it was now the patri-
otic desire to produce in order to furnish
the food for their sons and daughters in
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the armed forces of our country. When
you realize that the rural people of our
country, although-only about 25 percent
of the population, raise toward half the
children of the country, you can appre-
ciate how these producers of food have a
very personal inferest in producing it.
These people know that they are receiv-
ing from .6 to 2 cents less per pound for
cheese than the producers in other
States. They know of other injustices
that have been accorded them, but the
over-all objective of furnishing food to
win the war overshadows any of their
personal grievances. These rural people
show the strain of these 2 years of in-
creased food production and it irks me
to hear people who have never done a
real day’s work in their lives complain-
ing about the 34 cents per hour this group
receives at this time.

When I returned to Washington, what
did I hear? The same old story: Price!
Price! Price! For 9 months, we have
been hearing about the wonders of the
roll-back subsidies. Two food czars have
passed out of the picture. No doubt be-
cause they did not see that the vote crop
should have preference over the food crop.
We now have Marvin Jones trying to
bring these forces together. He is plead-
ing with Congress today to come to some
decision on this subsidy program so that
he can set up a food program for 1944.
It would not embarrass me to support a
roll-back subsidy program if they could
be used to increase food production, but
they have not and if anyone thinks they
have, I shall be glad to yield for himn to
so state at this time and show where they
have. .

We rolled back the price of butter last
June, and the production each month has
gone down below the year previous, and
in October, the production of creamery
butter was the lowest of any month since
the records were kept by the United
States Department of Agriculture. _

In fact, I really have a sympathetic
feeling for the professional subsidy roll-
backers. In the large, they represent the
New Deal part of the administration. It
must be humiliating to them to make the
two public confessions to the people of
America that this roll-back subsidy issue
presents:

First, these roll-backers are telling the
Nation that after 11 years of complete
control of Congress, after seeing the peo-
ple with the highest individual as well as
the highest national income as a result of
the war that the country has ever had—
that the people cannot pay for the food
they eat, although this food represents
only 20 percent of the cost of living. It
is surely a humiliating admission for this
group to make.

Second, these roll-back advocates are
publicly announcing to the farm people
of America and in no unspeakable terms, .
that although parity is a splendid word to
talk about and when the individuals and
the Nation have the greatest income in
the history of the country, the palace
guard that is directing the Agricultural
Department cannot even provide the par-

ity for the farmers of the country. In

fact, it has not been provided even when
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the law said it should, nor, of course, has
the cost of farm labor been included in
arriving at the parities that have been
allowed to prevail.

I well realize the cheap politics in-
volved in this issue. The anti-roll-
backers must face this situation. If
food goes up, the anti-roll-backers will
receive the criticism and the blame,
Right here and now I want the subsidy
roll-backers to understand also the oth-
er situation. That is when the people
go to the market place and cannot find
the food for their families, they will also
know who to blame and can put it on
the doorstep of the cheap politics in-
volved in the roll-back subsidies where
producers receiving 34 cents an hour for
their labor are the victims of the roll-
back.

A further situation which I wish to
call to the attention of the roll-backers
is that by following their leadership, a
30-percent pay-roll tax can result and
a sales tax can be imposed on the people
of this country in addition to the pres-
enf taxes. So I say, let us unite to roll up
production of food and give little heed
to the professional roll-backers who are
trying to roll back a group of our soci-
ety which is making a contribution that
the rural people of America have made,
are making, and will continue to make
regardless of all the fake, false, and un-
fair propaganda that emanates from
Washington. 3

Marvin Jones is right in asking that
this question be settled once and for all.
We should give him this support. We
owe this to the armed forces of our
country, we owe this to the people of our
country, who hope and pray that no one
of us will do anything that will retard
the day when this war can be brought to
a successful conclusion.

Mr. GILLIE, Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I yield
to my good friend and colleague of the
commitiee.

Mr. GILLIE, The gentleman from
Wisconsin spoke a few moments ago
about the points on butter., What are
the points on oleo?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. The
points on oleo have been half or less than
what they were on butter.

Mr. GILLIE, Are they 16 points on
butter?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin., Yes, 16.
They were 6 points, I think, the last time
I saw, on oleo. One question I would
like to see answered is, If oleo is equal to
butfer why does it not have the same
points?

Mr., GILLIE. What is there to pre-
vent a man going to a creamery and get-
ting a gallon of sour cream and churning
his own butter? What would he have
to do then, pay points?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. He does
not have to pay points, If you read
the Washington Star last Sunday there
are five groups who want to be sure they
keep all the bureaucrats well greased up
with cream and who are not satisfied
with 75 percent of the cream they get
now., They want more. Then they do
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not want the average person, even, to
have a chance to eat cottage cheese they
get out of skimmed milk, So if anyone
is interested in the food program he will
find the man with the price is getting
pretty good care all the way along. He
can get his own cream and go home and
make his own butter without paying any
points, But if the housewife goes to the
store she has to give up 16 points. I
would not say so much about that if it
was not, in my opinion, part of a scheme
with more or less administration back-
ing to tell the people what they are
going to eat. They have been telling
them what to think and now they want
to tell them what to eat.

Mr. GILLIE. Would you suggest,
then, that people do that very thing, that
people go to a dairyman or creamery
man and get a gallon or half a gallon
or quart of cream and take it home and
churn it to make butter so they do not
have to give up any points?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. No; I do
not suggest that. I do not believein let-
ting the man with the price have the
cream and let the children in the schools
drink the skimmed milk. So far as I
personally am concerned, I do not ask
for any more than any citizen of the
United States is entitled to have. So
far I have done it that way and I expect
to continue. I just make this point: If
this great group of consumer protectors
who are going around and being called
the Fighting Forty—ijust as if they were
the only ones interested in the con-
sumers of this country—if they were
really interested in the consumers of
this country, they would do something
about this thing instead of trying to
make a cheap, political issue out of it.
That is just exactly what is trying to be
done at this time in my humble opinion.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I yield to
the gentleman from New York.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. May IsayIam
a member of the organization known as
the Congressmen’s Committee for the
Protection of the Consumer. First of all,
there are no partisan politics involved
in that organization. We have repeat-
edly invited all the Members of the House
on both sides. We have some Repub-
licans in the organization, and hence,
there is no attempt to make cheap par-
tisan politics out of this fight for the con-
sumer, as the gentleman has just stated.
We stand on the record in this fight.
We maintain that time and events will
demonstrate we were right, those of us
who voted for subsidies, and that those
who opposed them were wrong.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin, That is
what you may think. I do not yield to
the gentleman to make a speech, I do
not care whether they are Republicans
or new dealers. They sure are on the
wrong track, and cannot justify their
position with facts. You can make a
speech on your own time, I will tell the
gentleman from New York right now, if
he thinks his people up in New York
City, who, one of his colleagues on -this
floor said recently, were getting at least
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$1 an hour, should not find it necessary
to have the Congressmen figure out a
scheme of rolling back a class of people
getting 34 cents an hour. He can follow
that course. I cannot tell him what is
going to happen in the future. But I will

tell the gentleman from New York right,

now that the people of this country have
already gotten tired of having people tell
them how they are going to think and it
appears they are good and tired of hav-
ing people tell them what they are going
to eat.

Mr. MARCANTONIO, You say people
are getting tired. Does not the gentle-
man believe that the people are getting
mighty tired of prices soaring sky high
and taking money from their pocket-
books?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I would
not admit that it necessarily has to be
sky high unless we let it be run by those
that are trying to run it now. But, if
you will follow the leadership of IMr.
Claude Wickard, who tried to give us a
program of production of abundance of
food, I do not think the gentleman from
New York or any one else will have to
worry about the food being produced
and at a fair price to the consumer.
But, if we follow the leadership of the
people who think with your group, I
am afraid that when the housewife goes
to the store the cupboard will be bare,
because there are no calories in these
roll-backs. The sooner your group finds
it out the better it will be,

Mr. PLUMLEY, Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin, I yield.

Mr. PLUMLEY. I suggest to the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. MArcaN-
Tontol that if a lot of people are not
willing to pay to the farmer a fair price
for his milk, you will find icicles on
your step some morning instead of a
bottle of milk, .

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The time
of the gentleman from Wisconsin has
expired.

Under previous order of the House, the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr, WEICHEL] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

ELECTRIC REFRIGERATCRS FOR
HOSPITALS

Mr. WEICHEL of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
for a great many years the Good Samari-
tan Hospital in my district has served
the public health by caring for the sick,
lame, and dnfirm. During the past 2
years its facilities as well as the other
hospitals in my district, have been taxed
to the utmost in caring for the addi-
tional population of thousands of men
and women who came into the area to
work in the ordnance and war plants
of the Nation. During this time the
equipment has been strained to the
breaking point, and like the deacon’s
one-horse shay, the electric refrigerator
has worn out.

In its effort to preserve and safeguard
the foods for the sick, the hospital at-
tempted to purchase a new refrigerator
to replace the worn-out one and found
out like all the citizens of the land that
it must ask some agency. It foHowed
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the usual procedure of securing an appli-
cation, then filled it out, and sent it to
Washington.

The application stated its need for a
new refrigerator was to care for and
preserve food for the sick and infirm in
the hospital. As usual, no satisfactory
acknowledgment was received and I
was requested to check on the matter.
I talked with the agency here in Wash-
ington and finally found that such an
application had been received. I then
asked for the allowance of a privilege to
purchase. However, the agency said,
“Why, Mr. Congressman, don't you know
that electric refrigerators are not being
allotted to hospitals?” I said, “Why not,
it is to be used to preserve food for the
sick and infirm, and I see no reason for
denying refrigerators to hospitals.”

Further, the agency then ssid it was
sorry. I then asked, “What can be
done?” The agency said, “Secure an old-
fashioned ice box and get an ice delivery.”
I agree it is cold on Lake Erie and the
hospital along with all its additional bur-
dens, is patriotic and would be willing to
have someone go out on the Lake and
chop out a cake of ice each day. How-
ever, there is a shortage of manpower
and the hospital is unable to find a per-
son who is willing to chop out a piece of
ice as suggested by the agency here in
Washington.

Mr. Speaker, with this denial fresh in
mind, I remember reading in a Wash-
ington newspaper and seeing a picture
in Life magazine where one Harry Hop-
kins received “a brand new electric re-
frigerator” for his new home in George-
town. My constituents ask me how it is
that, “brand new” electric refrigerators
are delivered here in Washington, but are’
denied to preserve and safeguard the
food for those who are sick in the hos-
pitals.

I am glad that Mr. Hopkins received
his electric refrigerator so that he is not
obliged to chop his ice each day from the
waters of the Potomae, but nevertheless
people back in my district feel that the
sick and infirm in hospitals should be
given an electric refrigerator for the
preservation and safeguarding of food.

LEAVE OF AESENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted as follows:

To Mr. RoeerTsonN of Virginia for 2
days, on account of official business.

To Mr. Harris of Virginia (at the re-
quest of Mr. BurcH), for the remainder
of the week, on account of illness, :

To Mr. GameLE (at the request of Mr.
Hancock), for an indefinite period, on ac-
count of illness.

To Mr. WarLter (at the request of Mr.
HEocu) on account of illness.

SENATE ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

The SPEAKER announced his signa-
ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of
the following titles:

B. 15644. An act authorizing the acquisition
and conversion or construction of certain
guxiliary vessels, landing craft, and district
craft for the United States Navy, and for
other purposes; and
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B.1576. An act to provide for the extension
of certain ol and gas leases.

EILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION FPRE-
SENTED TO THE PRESIDENT

Mr. ELEIN, from the Commitiee on
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com-
mittee did on this day deliver to the
White House for forwarding to the Pres-
ident, for his approval, bills and a joint
resolution of the House of the following
titles:

H.R. 255. An act for the relief of Col. E, H.
Tarbutton;

H.R.302. An act for the relief of Robert
Griffin;

H.R.977. An act for the relief of Clare A.
Miller;

H.R.1379. An act for the relief of Gerald
Estell Proctor;

H.R. 16840. An act for the relief of Mrs.
J. D. Price;

H.R.19233. An act for the relief of Ronald
A. Cox;

H.R.2080. An act to provide temporary
additional pay for equipment maintenance
for each carrier in Rural Mail Delivery Serv-
ice;

H.R.2545. An act for the relief of Samuel
J. D. Marshall;

H.R.2641, An act to authorize the acqui-
sition by exchange of certain lands for addi-
tion to the Bequoia National Park;

H.R.3089. An act for the rellef of Mrs.
C. W. Selby;

H.R.3299. An act for the relief of Victor
H. Loftus, disbursing clerk, American Em-=-
bassy, Mexico, D. F., Mexico; and

H. J. Res. 186. Joint resolution to provide
for the proper observance of the one hundred
and fifty-second anniversary of the adoption
of the first 10 amendments to the Consti-
tution, known as the Bill of Rights.

COMMITTEE FOR FAIR EMPLOYMENT
PRACTICES AND SOLDIERS' VOTE

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 5 minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker,
despite the lateness of the hour and the
sparseness of attendance this afternoon,
I am compelled to take the floor to make
certain that the Recorp will not be in a
state whereby the remarks of the gentle-
man from Mississippi [Mr. Rangan] will
remain unchallenged.

In a speech on what purports to be a
speech on the Bill of Rights, the gentle-
man from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN] saw
fit to make an attack on the President’s
Committee for Fair Employment Prac-
tices, and also to state his viewpoint
with regard to the soldiers’ vote bill.
Throughout the gentleman’s speech, the
gentleman rested his attack on the Com-
mittee for Fair Employment Practices, as
well as his attack on the attempt to en-
franchise men in American uniform, on
what he deemed to be the philosophy of
Thomas Jefferson.

I think it is only fair—— :

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I demand
that those words be taken down, because
I made no such intimation that I was for
disfranchising soldiers in uniform and
the gentleman knows if.

Mr, MARCANTONIO. Mr, Speaker, I
will stand by those words.
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Mr. RANKIN. It is false and I am
going to demand that those words he
taken down.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Mississippi will indicate the
words objected to.

Mr. RANKIN. Where the gentleman
from New York said that I favored dis-
franchising the men in uniform he not
only made a false statement but he made
a slanderous statement. I made no such
intimation. I am doing everything I can
to make it possible for them to vote.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, a
point of order. The gentleman’s request
was that my words be taken down. He
should indicate the words he wants taken
down. The statement I made is in writ=-
ing and I will stand by it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the
gentleman from Mississippi insist on his
point of order?

Mr. RANKIN. Yes; Mr. Speaker,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the words objected to.
(The SPEAKER resumed the chair.)

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read

“the language objected to.

The Clerk read as follows:

The gentleman from Mississippi saw fit to
make an attack on the President’s Committee
for Fair Employment Practices and also to
state his viewpoint with regard to the sol=
diers’ vote bill. Throughout the gentleman’s
gpeech the gentleman rests his attack on the
Committee for Fair Employment Practices as
well as his attack on the attempt to en=
franchise the men in American uniform on
what he deemed to be the philosophy of
Thomas Jefferson,

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, those are
the words I object to. He falsely ac-
cused me there of attempting to dis-
franchise the men in uniform. That is
a violation of the rules of the House.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. A point of or-
der, Mr. Speaker. The words speak for
themselves as to whether or not they are
unparliamentary.

The SPEAKER. The Chair read the
statement and then listened to its read-
ing and the Chair can hardly think that
the language of the gentleman from New
York was more than expressing his
opinion of the attitude of the gentleman
from Mississippi. The Chair very seri-
ously doubts that it is a violation of the
rules of the House or a direct charge im-
pugning the gentleman’s motives or im-
pugning his character,

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I should
like to discuss this proposition, butf there
are very few Members here and I do not
propose for that language to stand un-
challenged. I therefore make the point
of order that a quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently no gquorum
is present.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman withhold
his point of order for me to pay a
tribute?

The SPEAKER. No; the Chair can-
not recognize the gentlewoman when a
point of no auorum is made. The Chair
has counted. No quorum is present.
There is nothing to do except to call the
House or adjourn.
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ADJOURNMENT

Mr. ROWAN. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly
at 4 o'clock and 54 minutes p. m. the
House, pursuant to its previous order, ad-
journed until tomorrow, Thursday, De-
cember 16, 1943, at 11 o’clock a. m.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS
COMMITTEE ON THE PuBLIic LaANDS

There will be a meeting of the Com-
mittee on the Public Lands on Thursday,
December 16, 1943, at 10 a. m., to con-
sider H. R, 1288. Hon. Myers Cooper,
former Governor of Ohio and president
of the National Council of Real Estate
Taxpayers, will be a witness.

There will be a meeting of the Com-
mittee on the Public Lands on Friday,
December 17, 1943, at 10 a. m., to con-
sider H. R. 2241, a hill to abolish the
Jackson Hole National Monument, Wyo.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XHI, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. SABATH: Committee on Rules. House
Resolution 38. Resolution providing for
the consideration of H. R. 2801, a bill to pro-
vide for the appointment of an additional
Assistant Secretary of the Interior; without
amendment (Rept. No. 956). Referred to the
House Calendar.

Mr. SABATH: Committee on Rules. House
Resolution 376. Resolution providing for the
consideration of H. R. 2350, a bill to liberalize
the service pension laws relating to veterans
of the War with Spain, the Philippine In-
surrection, and the China Rellef Expedition,
and their dependents; without amendment
(Rept. No. 956). Referred to the House Cal-
endar.

Mr. ELLIOTT: Joint Committee on the
Disposition of Executive Papers. House Re-
port No. 957. Report on the disposition of
certain papers from several agencies of the
Federal Government., Ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON FRIVATE
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
commitiees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. SOMERS of New York: Committee on
Colnage, Weights, and Measures. S. 184. An
act to provide for the presentation of silver
medals to certain members of the Peary
Polar Expedition of 1908-9; with amend-
ment (Rept. No. 958). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred, as follows:

By Mr. BARDEN:

H.R.3846. A bill to provide tor the educa-
tion and training of members of the armed
forces and the merchant marine after their
separation from service, and for other pur-
po=es; to the Committee on Education.

By Mr. SUMNERS of Texas:

H. R. 3547. A bill to exempt certain officers

and employees of the Office of Price Admin-
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istration from certain provisions of the
Criminal Ccde and Revised Statutes; to the
Committees on the Judiciary.
By Mr. RANDOLPH:
H.R.3848. A bill to amend section 2 of the
act of May 22, 1028, authorizing and direct-

ing a national survey of ferest resouices; to

the Committee on Agriculture.
By Mr. BROOES:
H. R. 3849, A bill to provide mustering-out

 pay or credit for the purpose of reestablish-

ment in civilian employment those persons
who served in the armed forces of the United
States during the present war, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Miiltary
Affairs.

By Mr. OUTLAND:

H.R.3850. A bill to provide for the educa-
tion and training of members of the armed
forces and the merchant marine after their
discharge or conclusion of service, and for
other purposes; - to the Commitiee on
Education.

By Mr, MONRONEY :

H.R.3851. A bill ceding and reserving to
the State of Oklahoma jurisdiction to serve
civil or eriminal process, and to tax railroad
companies and other corporations, and their
franchises and property on military and naval
reservations and other Federal areas within
the State of Oklahoma; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. LUDLOW :

H. Con. Res. 63. Concurrent resglution to
grant furloughs under certain conditions to
men In the armed services; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. LYNCH:

H. Res. 382. Resolution to investigate the
fire insurance and allied lines of business;
to the Committee on Rules.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. HARLESS of Arizona:

H.R. 3852. A bill for the relief of the O 8.
Stapley Co.; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. MORRISON of Louisiana:

H.R.3853. A bill for the relief of Mrs.
Leroy A. Robbins; to the Committee on
Claims,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

4076. By Mr. COCHRAN: Petition of Paul
F. Regnier and 80 other St. Louis citizens,
protesting against the passage of House bill
2082 which seeks to enact prohibition for
the period of the war; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

4077. Also, petition of Paul F. Regnier and
30 other 8t. Louis citizens, protesting against
the passage of House bill 2082 which seeks to
enact prohibition for the periocd of the war;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

4078. Also, petition of Robert Doerste and
30 other St. Louis citizens, protesting against
the passage of House bill 2082 which seeks to
enact prohibition for the period of the war;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

4079, Also, petition of the Mayfair Hotel
and signed by 30 other St. Louis citizens,
protesting against the passage of House bill
2082 which seeks to enact prohibition for the
period of the war; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

4080. Also, petition of the Barry-Wehmiller
Machinery Co., and signed by 30 St. Louils
citizens, protesting agailnst the passage of
House bill 2082 which seeks to'enact prohi-
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bition for the peried of the war; to the
Commitiece on the Judiclary.

4081. By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of Mrs. E. F.
Eincaid and about 30 other Huntington, W.
Va., citizens, endorsing the passage of House
bill 2082, which seeks to enact prohibition
for the duration of the war; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

40E2. Also, petition of Mrs. R. L. Hutchison
and about 40 other citizens of Huntington,
W. Va., urging support of House bill 2082,
which seeks to enact prohibition within the
United States for the duration of the war;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

4083, By Mr. HOPE: Petition of 80 mem-
bers and friends of the Calvary Baptist
Church of Stafford, Kans., endorsing Senate
bill 860 and House bill 2082; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiclary.

4084. By Mr. MARTIN of Iowa: Petition of
sundry citizens of Burlington, Towa, urging
support of House bill 2082, which seeks to
enact prohibition within the United States
for the duration of the war; to the Com=-
mittee on the Judiciary.

4085. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolutions of the
California Wool Growers Association, adopted
at San Francisco November 18 and 19, 1943,
relating to predatory-animal control; and
recommending that adequate ammunition
be released for the use of hunters in har-
vesting game crops which will supply large
amounts of meats and hides, which will be
lost to predators if not properly harvested;
to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

4086. Also, resolution of the County Super-
vigors Association of California, Sacramento,
Calif., opposing passage of Senate bill 1089;
to the Committee on Elections No. 3.

4087. Also, resolutions of the California
Woeol Growers Association, adopted at San
Francisco November 18-19, 1943, relating to
the purchase of domestic wool by the Com-
modity Credit Corporation; to the Committee
on Banking and Currency.

SENATE

Twuurspay, DECEMBER 16, 1943

(Legislative day of Wednesday, Decem-
ber 15, 1943)

The Senate met at 12 c’clock noon, on
the expiration of the recess.

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

O Thou Emmanuel, God with us,
again by Thy grace the journeying
months have brought us to the shining
glory of the Holy Night—the light that
shone when hope was born. In our
grateful hearts we know that that heav-
enly beacon can never fail, because it
reveals to all men the heart of God and
the meaning of life, making mother and
child forever sacred and softening the
hurt of the world.

Amid the tumult and terror of global
strife may we hear anew the tidings of
the angels’ song and the music that is
not of earth, As gentle good will lights
our eyes, we know that we are beckoned
not to follow far by starlight to some
distant shrine, for the Babe whose com-
ing broke the ages in two is no longer
Bethlehem's pride and Mary’s joy but
the whole wide world’s; and the blessed
gift is given to every heart that makes
Him room. May an understanding sym-
pathy that knows no boundaries of bor-
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